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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Respondent, 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA 
BLITTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Supreme Court Case No. 35659 
I Defendants-Counterclaimants-Appellants. I 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA 
BLITTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Third Party Plaintiffs-Appellants, I 
G. ALAN MC RAE, personally, d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third Party Defendant-Respondent. 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada. 
HONORABLE KATHRYN A. STICKLEN 
LARREN K. COVERT 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 
S. BRYCE FARMS 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, IDAHO 
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Page I of 6 Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing Financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, etal. 
User: CCLUNDMJ 
Date Code User 
NCOC MCBIEHKJ 
COMP MCBIEHKJ 
SMFI MCBIEHKJ 
MOTN CCEARLJD 
AFFD CCEARLJD 
MOTN CCEARLJD 
AFFD CCEARLJD 
MOTN CCEARLJD 
AFFD CCEARLJD 
ORDR CCKENNJA 
ORDR CCKENNJA 
ORDR CCKENNJA 
AFOS CCMAXWSL 
NOAP CCWOODCL 
ANSW CCBLACJE 
HRSC CCKENNJA 
SMFl CCTEELAL 
HRHD CCKENNJA 
HRSC CCKENNJA 
HRSC CCKENNJA 
AFOS CCTEELAL 
NOAP CCDWONCP 
NOID CCMORAML 
ANSW CCAMESLC 
AFFD CCAMESLC 
ORDR CCKENNJA 
Judge 
New Case Filed - Other Claims Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Verified Complaint Kathryn A. Sticklen 
(3)Summons Filed Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion For Order Directing Service Of Process Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Out-OFState-Glenna Blittersdorf 
Affidavit Of S Bryce Farris Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion For Order Directing Service Of Process Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Out-Of-State-Rocky Mountian Rogues 
Affidavit Of S Bryce Farris Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion For Order Directing Service Of Process Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Out-Of-State-James Blittersdorf 
Affidavit Of S Bryce Farris Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Order authorizing service - James Blittersdorf Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Order authorizing service- Rocky Mountain Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Rouges Inc 
Order authorizing service - Glenna Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Blittersdorf-Christofferson 
(3) Affidavit Of Service (8-31-2006) Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Appearance (R. Swafford for Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Defendants) 
Answer, Counterclaim & Counterclaim Kathryn A. Sticklen 
(Swafford for Defs) 
Hearing Scheduled (Status 12/04/2006 04:OO Kathryn A. Sticklen 
PM) Phone no stipulation 
Summons Filed (2) Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Hearing result for Status held on 12/04/2006 Kathryn A. Sticklen 
04:OO PM: Hearing Held Phone no stipulation 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Kathryn A. Sticklen 
10/15/2007 04:30 PM) By Phone 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 10129/2007 09:OO Kathryn A. Stickien 
AM) 5 Days 
Affidavit Of Service 12.13.06 Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Appearance (Lance J Schuster for Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Cross-Defendants G Alan McRae dba Lund 
Machinery and Lund Machinery) 
Notice Of Intent To Take Default Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Answer to Crossclaim and Demand for Jury Trial Kathryn A. Sticklen 
(Schuster for Crossdefendants) 
Affidavit for Service Outside the State of Idaho Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Order for personal service outside the state Kathryn A. Sticklen 
SMFl CCKENNJA 2 Summons Filed Kathryn A. Sticklen 
000003 
%h Judicial District Coult -Ada Coun+.) 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing Financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, etal. 
Date: 11/10/2008 
Time: 12:42 PM 
Page 2 of 6 
User: CCLUNDMJ 
Date 
2/23/2007 
Code User 
AMEN CCDWONCP 
Judge 
Amended Answer to Crossclaim and Demand for Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Jury Trial (Lance J Schuster for 
CrossDefendants) 
MOTD CCCHILER 
NOHG CCCHILER 
HRSC CCCHILER 
Motion To Dismiss or Sever Claims Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Hearing Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Kathryn A. Sticklen 
03/15/2007 03:OO PM) Motion 
Notice Of Taking Deposition Duces Tecum (3) Kathryn A. Sticklen NODT CCTEELAL 
NOTS CCBLACJE 
MOTN CCAMESLC 
MOTN CCAMESLC 
AFSM CCAMESLC 
NOTH CCAMESLC 
NOTD CCDWONCP 
Notice Of Service (2) Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion to Join Third Party Defendants Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion to Amend Complaint Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Affidavit In Support Of Motion to Amend Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Hearing 3/15/07 @3pm Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Taking Deposition of James Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Blittersdorf Duces Tecum 
NOTS CCDWONCP 
AMEN CCPRICDL 
Notice Of Service Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Amended NOTICE OF DEPOSITION DUCES Kathryn A. Sticklen 
TECUM 
HRHD CCKENNJA Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Kathryn A. Sticklen 
03/15/2007 03:OO PM: Hearing Held Motion 
Amended Answer, Affirmitive Defenses, Kathryn A. Sticklen 
COunterclaim. Third Party Claim and Demand 
for Jury Trial 
ANSW CCBARCCR 
ORDR 
NOSC 
ANSW 
CCKENNJA 
CCBLACJE 
CCEARLJD 
Order on pending motions 
Notice Of Substitution Of Counsel 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
First Amended Answer To Third-Party complaint Kathryn A. Sticklen 
(Schuster for G. Alan McRae and Lund 
Machinery 
Notice of Non-Objection Kathryn A. Sticklen NOTC 
MOTN 
HRSC 
CCCHILER 
CCBLACJE 
CCBLACJE 
Motion to Continue Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Kathryn A. Sticklen 
07/23/2007 01:30 PM) 
Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Kathryn A. Sticklen 
07/23/2007 01:30 PM: Hearing Held 
HRHD CCKENNJA 
MlSC CCKENNJA Amended Order Governing Proceeding and Kathryn A. Sticklen 
setting trial 
Motion for Summary Judgment Kathryn A. Sticklen MOTN 
BREF 
CCDWONCP 
CCDWONCP Brief in Support of Motion for Summary Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Judgment 
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion for Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing on Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
AFFD CCDWONCP 
NOHG CCBARCCR 
Date: 1 111012008 
Time: 12:42 PM 
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ROA Report 
Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing Financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, eta1 
Date Code User Judge 
Kathryn A. Sticklen HRSC CCBARCCR Hearing Scheduled (Motion 1011012007 03:30 
PM) 3rd Party Defs Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
HRSC CCBLACJE Amended Hearing Scheduled (Hearing 
Scheduled 1011812007 03:30 PM) 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
NOTS 
NOTS 
NOTC 
NOTC 
NOTD 
NOTS 
NOTS 
NOTS 
AFFD 
CCCHILER 
MCBIEHKJ 
CCKENNJA 
CCKENNJA 
CCBURGBL 
CCTOONAL 
MCBIEHKJ 
CCAMESLC 
MCBIEHKJ 
Notice Of Service Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Service 
Notice of service 
Notice of deposition 
Notice Of Taking Deposition Duces Tecum 
(2) Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion to 
Compel 
Third-Party Defendants Motion to Compel MOTN 
NOTH 
OBJT 
AFFD 
CCWRIGRM 
CCWRIGRM 
CCAMESLC 
CCAMESLC 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Hearing (10/18/07 @ 3:30 pm) 
Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment 
Aflldavit in Support of Objection to Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
MEMO CCAMESLC Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion 
for Summary Judgment 
Hearing result for Motion held on 1011012007 
03:30 PM: Hearing Vacated 3rd Party Defs 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
Plaintiffs Witness and Exhibit List 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
HRVC CCKENNJA Kathryn A. Sticklen 
PLWl 
HRHD 
CCTEELAL 
CCKENNJA 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
1011512007 04:30 PM: Hearing Held By Phone 
Amended Third Party List of Witnesses and 
Exhibits 
MCBIEHKJ Kathryn A. Sticklen 
CCSTROMJ 
CCDWONCP 
CCKENNJA 
Defendant Blittersdorf Witness List 
Notice Of Service 
Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
1011812007 03:30 PM: Hearing Held Motion to 
Compel 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
WlTN 
NOTS 
HRHD 
MOTN CCTEELAL Motion and Memorandum in Support for Order 
Determining a BenchlCourt Trial 
Notice Of Hearing for Motion in Support for 
Order Determining a BenchlCourt Trial 11.14.07 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen NOHG CCTEELAL 
@ 4 p m  
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 1111412007 04:OO 
PM) Motion for Order Determining a 
BEnchICourt Trial 
Kathryn A. St @br)005 HRSC CCTEELAL 
Date: 11/10/2008 
Time: 12:42 PM 
Page 4 of 6 
User: CCLUNDMJ ith Judicial District Court -Ada Count) 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing Financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, etal. 
Date 
1 1 /5/2007 
11/7/2007 
Code User Judge 
Notice of Non-objection Kathryn A. Sticklen NOTC 
DEOP 
NOTS 
OBJE 
CCAMESLC 
CCKENNJA 
CCAMESLC 
MCBIEHKJ 
Memorandum Decision & Order Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Notice Of Service Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Objection to Motion for Order Determining a Kathryn A. Sticklen 
BenchlCourt Trial 
Hearing result for Motion held on 11114/2007 Kathryn A. Sticklen 
04:OO PM: Hearing Held Motion for Order 
Determining a BEnchlCourt Trial 
HRHD CCKENNJA 
MEMC CCDWONCP Memorandum Of Costs And Attorney Fees and Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Affidavit of Counsel 
MOTN 
MEMO 
MCBIEHKJ 
CCAMESLC 
Motion to Reconsider Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Kathryn A. Sticklen 
HRHD CCKENNJA Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 11/26/2007 
09:OO AM: Hearing Held 5 Days 
Plaintiff's Pre-Trial Brief 
Objection to Memorandum of Costs and Fees 
and Affidavit of Counsel 
Amended Memorandum of Costs and Attorney 
Fees and Affidavit of Counsel 
Post Trial Findings of Facts & Conclusions of 
Law 
Civil Disposition entered for: 
Blittersdorf-christoffson, Glenna, Defendant; 
Blittersfdorf, James, Defendant; Lund 
Machinery,, Defendant; McRae, G Alan, 
Defendant; Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc,, 
Defendant; Triad Leasing & Financial Inc, 
Plaintiff. 
order date: 2/14/2008 
Civil Disposition entered for: 
Blittersdorf-christoffson, Glenna, Defendant; 
Blittersfdorf, James, Defendant; Lund 
Machinery,, Defendant; McRae, G Alan, 
Defendant; Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc,, 
Defendant; Triad Leasing & Financial Inc, 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
order date: 2/28/2008 
Memorandum Of Costs And Attorney Fees 
Brief in Support of Memorandum of Costs and 
Attorney Fees 
Affidavit in Support of Memorandum of Costs 
and Attorney Fees 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled 
04/23/2008 03:30 PM) 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
MlSC 
OBJE 
CCKENNJA 
CCTOONAL 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
AMEN CCTOONAL Kathryn A. Sticklen 
MlSC CCBLACJE Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen CDlS CCKENNJA 
Kathryn A. Sticklen CDlS CCKENNJA 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
MEMC 
BREF 
CCCHlLER 
CCCHILER 
Kathryn A. Sticklen AFFD CCCHILER 
Kathryn A. S p p  0 0 6 
Kathryn A. S c k  en 
NOHG 
HRSC 
CCCHILER 
CCCHILER 
fih Judicial District Court - Ada Count) 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, eta1 
Date: 11/10/2008 
Time: 12:42 PM 
Page 5 of 6 
User: CCLUNDMJ 
Date Code User Judge 
STATUS CHANGED: Closed pending clerk Kathryn A. Sticklen 
action 
Motion to Reconsider Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion for Mistrial Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Plaintiffs Response and Objection to Defendant's Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion for Mistrial and Motion to Reconsider 
Motion to Stay Judgment Pending Motion to Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Reconsider and Motion for New Trial 
Objection to Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Civil Disposition entered for: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Blittersdorf-christoffson, Glenna, Defendant; 
Blittersfdorf, James, Defendant; Lund 
Machinery,, Defendant; McRae, G Alan, 
Defendant; Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc,, 
Defendant; Triad Leasing & Financial Inc, 
Plaintiff. Filing date: 3/31/2008 
Motion to Set Aside Judgment Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Objection to 3rd Party Defendant's Amended Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs and Motion 
to Amend Judgment 
Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Kathryn A. Sticklen 
04/23/2008 03:30 PM. District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: L. Anderson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than I00 
Notice of Telephonic Hearing (6.5.08@4pm) Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Kathryn A. Sticklen 
06/05/2008 04:OO PM) Telephonic Hearing for 
Third Party Defendants Amended Memorandum 
of Costs and Affidavit of Counsel and Amended 
Judgment 
Response to Motin to Set Aside Judgment and Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Objection to Motion for Fees and Costs 
Notice of Hearing (Hearing Scheduled Kathryn A. Sticklen 
06/17/2008 03:30 PM) Motion to Reconsider, 
Motion to Set Aside (Hearing if needed) 
Supplemental judgment for attorney fees and Kathryn A. Sticklen 
costs 
Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Kathryn A. Sticklen 
06/05/2008 04:OO PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Leslie Anderson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 pages 000007 
STAT 
MOTN 
MEMO 
MOTN 
OBJC 
CCSTROMJ 
CCSTROMJ 
CCSTROMJ 
CCBARCCR 
MOTN CCEARLJD 
OBJT 
CDlS 
CCEARLJD 
CCKENNJA 
MOTN 
OBJT 
CCBARCCR 
CCBARCCR 
DCHH CCKENNJA 
NOTC 
HRSC 
CCEARLJD 
CCEARLJD 
RESP 
HRSG 
MCBIEHKJ 
CCAMESLC 
CCKENNJA 
CCKENNJA 
MlSC 
DCHH 
Date: 1111012008 
Time: 12:42 PM 
Page 6 of 6 
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ROA Report 
Case: CV-OC-2006-14439 Current Judge: Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Triad Leasing financial lnc vs. Rocky Mountain Rogues Inc, etal. 
User: CCLUNDMJ 
Date Code User Judge 
611 712008 HRHD CCKENNJA Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Kathryn A. Sticklen 
0611712008 03:30 PM: Hearing Held Motion to 
Reconsider, Motion to Set Aside (Hearing if 
needed) 
DCHH CCKENNJA District Court Hearing Held Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Court Reporter: Jeane Hirmer 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
7/31/2008 DEOP CCKENNJA Memorandum Decision & Order Kathryn A. Sticklen 
AMJT CCKENNJA Amended Judgment 
STAT CCKENNJA STATUS CHANGED: closed 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Kathryn A. Sticklen 
911 012008 APSC CCTHIEBJ Appealed To The Supreme Court Kathryn A. Sticklen 
911 812008 AMEN CCTHIEBJ Amended Notice of Appeal Kathryn A. Sticklen 
S. BRYCE FARRIS (ISB #5636) 
RINGERT CLARK CHARTERED 
455 South Third Street 
P.O. Box 2773 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone: (208) 342-4591 
Facsimile: (208) 342-4657 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN TTHE DISTRICT COURT OF THJ? FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF LDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AD 
---- ---- 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, mC. 
,v o c  8 6 1 4 4 3 9  
) CASENO. 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
) 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES . 
1 
1 
BLmTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA) 
BLHTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an . ) 
individual, 
1 
Defendants. 1 
-- -- --- - 
COMES NOW the Plaintiff and for cause of action against the Defendants, and hereby 
complains and alleges as follows: 
ALLEGATIONS 
That at all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff, Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc., is an Idaho 
corporation, whose principal office is in Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 
That at all times relevant hereto, Defendant, Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. was a Wyoming 
VERIFIED COMPLAINT - Page 1 
corporation. 
m. 
That at aU times relevant hereto, Defendants, James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf- 
Christofferson, were an individuals residing in Alpine, Wyoming. 
rv. 
On or about March 15,2006, Defendant, Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. entered into a Lease 
Agreement with Plaintifffor the lease of certain equipment for business purposes. A true and correct 
copy of the Lease Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
v. 
Defendants, Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson, personally guaranteed the 
payment of all lease payments and other amounts owed to Plaintiff under the terms of said Lease 
Agreement. 
VI, 
Jurisdiction and venue is proper in Ada County, Idaho pursuant to paragraph 18 of said 
Lease Agreement. 
VII. 
The Lease Agreement is currently in default due to failure of the 1esseePefendants to make 
the required payments under the terms of the lease agreement. Pursuant to its remedies under the 
Lease Agreement, Plaintiff accelerated the total amount due and has demanded payment in full. 
Defendants ace currently delinquent, including late charges, penalties and interest in an amount in 
excess of approximately $58,754.80. 
VIII. 
VERIFIED COMPLAINT - Page 2 
Plaintiff has demanded that Defendant pay the balance due and owing under the terms of the 
Lease Agreement to Plaintiff, as required by the Lease Agreement, but to date, Defendant has failed 
and refused to do so. Attached hereto as ~xh ib i t  B are Plaintiff's demands. 
M. 
Plaintiff is entitled to recover the sumdue and owingunder the terms of the Lease Agreement 
in an amount of approximately $58,754.80 from Defendants. 
X. 
Plaintiff has retained the services of Ringert Clatk Chartered to prosecute this lawsuit and 
Plaintiff is entitled to recoverreasonable attorney fees incurred in this matter, in accordance with the 
above Agreements and Idaho Code $5 12-120 and 12-121, plus Plaintiffs costs incurred. In the 
event this matter goes by default, the sum of $2,500.00 is a reasonable sum Plaintiff is entitled to as 
reasonable attorney fees in this matter. 
C W  FOR R E D F  
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 
(1) Plaintiff praysfor money judgment against Defendants for the amount due and owing 
under the terms of the Lease Agreement. 
(2) For PlainWs costs and attorney's fees incurred in the prosecution this action; and 
(3) For such other relief as to the court shall seem just and equitable in the premises. 
DATED this e d a y  of August, 2006. 
CHARTERED 
By: 
S. 6wce Fams 
VERIFDED COMPLAINT - Page 3 
VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)SS. 
County of Ada 1 
John D Wakefield , being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
That he is the Collection Mgrof Triad Leasing & Financial, hc., the Plaintiff in  the above 
and foregoing action, that he has read the Verified Complaint herein, knows the contenls thereof, and 
that the facts therein stated are true to the best of this personal knowledge, information and b e l i e f p  
SUBSCRIBED AND SWO 
VERSED COMPLAINT - Page 4 
Lessor ("Us"): L c ~ s t  Number U: 2672.1 
TO CANCEL AND OTHER IMPORTANT TERMS DF ME LEASE You egms as 

IE-IT "A" 
Lease #2672.1 
Lessee: Rocky Mountain Rogues, Pnc. 
Lessor: Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc. 
I Vendor Equipment Cost 
Lund Machinery Company 1 Used 1997 Lull 844C42 IBi Reach Forklift, %78,780.00 
46 South Orange Street, Bldg-A Serial No. WlP22519 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 with Lull 1.5 Yard Bucket and Jib 
Total Equipment Cost: 878,780.00 
Other Taxable 
Buyout 
Trade In Amount 
Sales Tax 
Other Nontaxable 
Rental Credit 
Installation Charge 
Deliverymreight Charge 
TOTAL NET FINANCED: $56,465.68 
THIS EXHIBIT " 'A ' IS ONE AND THE SAME FOR ALL EXHIBIT "A"' REFERENCES TO 
ALL-INCLUSIVE DOCUMENTS FOR LEASE #2672.1. NO OTHER EXI-IIBIT "A" SHALL 
REPLACE THIS EXHIBIT "A" WITHOUT AN ACCOMPANYING AMEM)MENT TO THE 
LEASE AGREEMENT AtW ITS RESPECTIVE DOCUMENTS. 
Page -1- of -1- 
Lease #2672.1 
E O r n M E r n  PrnCEASE AGrnEMUENT 
First Amendment Purchase Option 
/ 
The Lease Agreement ("Lease") dated March @ , 3046, behveen Triad tensing gi Financial, Ink, 
r'lessor") and Rocky Mountain Rogues, Ine. (('Lessee") is hereby supplemented and amended to include therein 
the following options to purchase, 
Effective as of the expiration ofthe Term ofthis Lease, provided the Lease has not terminated early and no event of 
defeult under the Lease has occurred and is continuing, Lessee shall have the option to purchase all but not less than 
dl the equipment leased under the abovbreferenced Lease Agreement as follows: 
a) The equipment can be purchased for a price that is equal to 6.34&($5,000.00) of the original equipment cost. 
In addition, Lessee will pay any sales and other taxes applicable to such sale. In order for this option to be 
available, Lessee shall have performed all terms and conditions of said lease at that time. The parties hereto 
have agreed that tbe above referenced option to purchase represents an option to purchase at a price which the 
Lessee and Lessor believe represents an estimate of the then Fair Market Value which the equipment will have 
at the end of the lease. The purohase price, plus any applicable taxes, is payable in a single sum immediately 
upon expiration of the Lease. 
b) If the Lessee for any reason does not purchase the Equipment in accordance with the m s  of paragraph a) 
above, the T e n  set forth in the Lease applicable to the Equipment shall automatically and without further 
action on the part of Lessor or Lessee be extended for an additional term of 6 months at a monthly Rent of 
S878.00, with the fvst such Rent being due and payable by Lessee on /?/~r~.i-..'.?a ,2011. Upon termination 
of the extended T e n ,  Lessee shall he obligated to return the Equipment to Lessor, or Lessee may purchase all, 
but not less than all, the Equipment for the then "fair market value," determined as set forth in peregraph c) 
below. 
c) The Fair Market Value shall he an amount mutually agreed upon by the Lessee and Lessor, provided that if 
Lessor and Lessee are unable to agree upon the Fair Market Value within 30 days after receipt by Lessor of 
Lessee's notice of election to purchase, the Fair Market Value shall be determined by an appraiser selected by 
Lessor. A11 costs of the appraisalfs) shall be paid by Lessee. 
d) In the event Lessee elects to return the equipment to Lessor, the equipment shall be in good condition and 
delivered to Lessor as detailed under the terms of the Lease Agreement. 
Upon receipt by tha Lessor of the N i  purohase price. Lessor will furnish Lessee with a bill of sale warranting good 
tide to the equipment, but excepting any impairment thereof by reason of any acts by the Lessee or those makig 
olnim against the Lessee. The bill of sale will also provide that the purchase shall be "AS IS WKERE IS AND 
WITHOUT ANY OTHER WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED." 
This option to purchase shall automatically terminate in the event of the occurrence of an event of default under the 
Lease ifthat default remains uncured to the satisfaction of the Lessor for a period of 20 days from its occurrence or 
Lessee fails to pay the ~bove  amount within 20 days of End of Lease Term. 
Dated: March n 
Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc. 
By: 
LEASE ADILBEiYDW 
Addendum to Lease Number 2672.1 dated March ,2006 between Triad Leasing 
& E"inancia1, Inc., as Lessor and Rocky 
It is mutually agreed and understood that WY Sales & Use Tax, Lincoln County, (currently at the 
rate of 5.00%) will be added to each payment. 
Dated: 
LESSOR: Triad L ~ i n g  & ~nancial ,  Ine. 
4 
By: /u- 
(Nama/offrriad Officer) 
LESSEE: ~o&ountain Rormes, Inc. 
Leasing & Financial 
CERTIFIED MAIL I RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
July 26, 2006 
James Blittersdorf 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. 
P.O. Box 3447 
Alpine, WY 83128 
RE: Account #2672.1 FINAL PAYMENT NOTICE 
Sir, 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. is the Lessee, Mr. James Blittersdorf is the 
guarantor and Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc., ("Triad) is the Lessor under that 
certain original Lease Agreement dated June 9, 2006 ("Lease"), covering the 
financing of 1997 Lull 844642 Hi Reach forklift serial ff W1 P22519. 
The equipment has been sold at public auction. After applying the auction 
proceeds, a deficiency balance of $58,754.80 remains on the lease. In 
accordance with our remedies under the Lease, Triad hereby accelerates the 
Lease and demands payment in full of $58,754.80. 
Triad does intend to purse all legal remedies available to us under the law and as 
provided by the Lease, including the collection of any attorney's fees, late 
charges, and interest to which we may be entitled. If said full and final payment 
of $58,754.80is not received within ten (10) days of the date of this letter, Triad 
will immediately institute legal action. Failure by you to claim or acknowledge 
receipt of this letter does not forestall our right to continue legal action. 
If the equipment under the Lease was repossessed, such repossession will be 
reflected upon Lessee's credit history. Lessee will be liable for any deficiency 
owing after the equipment is sold, plus legal fees and expenses. Mr. James 
Blittersdorf 
Sincerely, 
John D. Wakefield 
Account Recovery Manager 
10116 W. Overland Road, Boise, ID 83709-1428 /Mailing: P. 0. Box 7337, Boise, W 83707-1337 
208-336-3939 1 Fax: 208-336-4422 
Leasing & Financial 
CERTIFIED MAIL I RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
April 1 1,2006. 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, inc. 
Attention: James Blittersdorf & Glenna Juline Christofferson 
P.O. Box 3447 
Alpine, WY 83128 
RE: Account #2672.1 FINAL PAYMENT NOTICE 
Sir, 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, lnc. is the Lessee and James Blittersdorf and dlenna 
Juline Cristofferson are Guarantors and Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc.; ("Triad") 
is the Lessor under that certain original Lease Agreement dated March 20, 2006 
("Lease"), covering the financing of a 1997 Lull Model 844C42 Hi Reach Forkiift 
Serial # W1 P22519 
The Lease is presently in default due to failure by Lessee to make payments as 
required under the Lease. The account is presently past due for the March 17, 
2006 payment. In accordance with our remedies under the Lease, Triad hereby 
accelerates the Lease and demands payment in full of $92,701.70 
Triad does intend to purse all legal remedies available to us under the law and as 
provided by the Lease, including repossession of equipment covered by the 
Lease, the collection of any attorney's fees, late charges, and interest to which 
we may be entitled. If said full and final payment of $92,7014.70 is not received 
within ten (10) days of the date of this letter, Triad will immediately institute legal 
action and seek repossession of our equipment, Failure by you to claim or 
acknowledge receipt of this letter does not forestall our right to seek possession 
of our equipment or to continue legal action. 
I f  the equipment under the Lease is reposse:: 
reflected upon Lessee's credit history. Lessee 
owing after the equipment is sold, plus legal feetu, 
Account Recovery Manager 
10116 W. Overland Road, Boise, ID 83709-1428 /Mulling: 2 
208-336-3939 /Fax: 208-3: 
. . ... ,", , ., .. ",., 
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Ronald L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 .; 2 3 ~ ~ o f i  J. ~ ~ g i f i  p;,;~,j~:~~$2$gJ, clerk 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 ej J ~;-;:,~l( 
~,: .. ., uE:uJY Darren S. Robins, Esq., Bar No. 6839 I.s.  .. . d ii .> 
S T Y  525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 Ij. . , ;\rc,, ;3C 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Defendants 
DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR ADA COUNTY, IDAHO 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff, Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. ANSWER AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, 
COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
ROCKY MSVNTRIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimant, 
VS. 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC.: 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 0 0 0 0 2 0 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Cornoration; JAMES 
BLITTER~DORF,  an indi\.idual; 
and C;LENNA BLITTEKSDOKF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Crossclaimant, 
VS. 
G. ALAN MCRAE personally, 
DBA LUND MACHINERY 
and LUND MACHINERY an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah Corporation, 
Crossdefendants. 
COMES NOW The Defendants who hereby respond to Plaintiffs Complaint as 
follows: 
I 
- 
ANSWER 
1. The Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-5 of Plaintiffs 
Complaint. 
2. The Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 6 and 7 of Plaintiffs 
Complaint. 
3. With respect to paragraph 8 of the Plaintiffs Complaint, the Defendants' admit 
they have refused to pay the balance and deny the remaining allegations set forth 
therein. 
4. The Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 9 and 10 of 
Plaintiffs Complaint. 
5. The Defendants deny every allegation not specifically admitted herein. 
Defendants hereby request attorneys' fees and costs against Plaintiff based upon 
Idaho Code $512-120; 12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule 54(e) 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 0 0 0 0 2 1 
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I1 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
A. CONDITION PRECEDENT 
6 .  The agreement between Defendants and Plaintiffs agent, McRae dba Lund 
Machinery Company ("Lund), was conditioned upon McRaelLund's 
leasinglselling and delivery of a jib boom to the Defendants. The jib boom was 
never delivered. Therefore the condition precedent was never satisfied and no 
liability was created by the agreement. 
B. MODIFICATION 
7. McRae's agents, employees and servants through Lund Machinery told the 
Defendants that no down payment would be required under the agreement for the 
forklift because the Defendants had previously purchased a bucket for the 
backhoe in a separate transaction, and McRaeILund Machinery would make it 
part of the agreement to leaselpurchase the forklift thereby using the bucket as 
additional security. 
C. FRAUD 
8. The terms of the agreement with McRaeILui~d was that there would be no money 
required as a down payment. The inclusion of the Defendants' bucket in the 
leaselpurchase documents for the forklift was intended to serve as additional 
security for the transaction. McRaelLund informed the Defendants that a security 
deposit was not required because of the inclusion of the bucket as additional 
security in the lease/purchase agreement. McRaeILund informed the Defendants 
that they would need a check from them for $5,600.00 to document the 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM ANDO 0 0 0 22 
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transaction but that it would not be cashed and it would be sent back to the 
Defendants. This representation was false and the Plaintiffs agent knew that it 
was false when it was made. The representation was material and it was intended 
that the Defendants rely upon the false statement. The Defendants were ignorant 
of the falsity, relied upon the representation, and are now damaged thereby, as 
stated in the Defendants' Counterclaim. 
D. MISTAKE 
9. Both parties suffered from a mistake of fact. The mistake was that the Plaintiffs 
agent informed the Defendants that a security deposit would not be required. 
They promised the Defendants that the inclusion of the bucket in the documents 
of leaselpurchase of the forklift would create additional security and would it 
eliminate the requirement of a $5,000.00 deposit; and, that the Defendants' check 
for $5,600.00 was only for the purpose of docun~entation and would not be 
cashed. The Defendants relied upon this information when entering into the 
transaction. This information may or may not have been conveyed to the Plaintiff 
by its agent McRaelLund. 
E. ESTOPPEL 
10. The Plaintiff be estopped from bringing this action and be estopped from 
retaining possession of the forklift, as the Defendants were not in default under 
the terms of the agreement and they were not in default when the forklift was 
removed from their possession. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 0 0 0 0 2 3 
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F. BREACH OF CONTRACT 
11. Prior to the completion of the conditions precedent, the Plaintiff breached the 
agreement by sending a Notice of Default to Defendants when in fact there was 
no default. A letter of default was sent April 11,2006, & to the first payment 
obligation becoming due under the leaseipurchase agreement. The letter of April 
11,2006 claimed a missed payment on March 17,2006 and demanded over 
$92,000 
I11 
COUNTERCLAIMS 
STATEMENT OF FACTS AND ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 
Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna 
Blittersdorf-Christoi-Ferson (hereinafter referred to as "Defendants") hereby files this 
Counterclaim against Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc., ("Triad") and alleges as follows: 
12. The Defendants hereby re-allege all admissions, denials and affirmative defenses 
as set forth above as if set forth in full hereinafter. 
13. At all times relevant hereto, Triad was an Idaho corporation, whose principal 
office is in Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 
14. At all times relevant hereto, Defendants were a Wyoming Corporation and 
residents of Alpine, Wyoming, respectively. 
15. At all times herein, G. Alan McRae was doing business within the State of Idaho 
under Lund Machinery Company ("Lund"). The Plaintiff had an agency 
relationship with McRaeILund, and was acting in concert in selling and financing 
machinery purchases. The Plaintiff negligently selected, and engaged, 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND0 0 0 0 2 4 
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maintained, monitored and utilized Lund Machinery as it's agent and customer in 
the State of Idaho for purposes of financing sales of machinery when it knew or 
should have known with reasonable effort, that McRaelLund equipment was 
utilizing deceptive sales practices. The breach of contract and tortuous acts 
committed by Lund in conjunction with Triad Leasing were committed within the 
State of Idaho. 
16. In approximately June of 2003 the Defendants entered into an agreement with 
McRaelLulld to lease a forklift with sixty-five percent (65%) of the lease 
payments to be credited towards an option to purchase the equipment. 
17. During the term of the lease the Defendants independently purchased and paid 
for a bucket for the forklift. The purchase price of the bucket was paid in full 
by the Defendants at the time of the purchasc in March 2006, under the Lease 
purchase arrangement relevant to this cause of action. 
18. In March of 2006 the Defendants decided to purchase the forklift, based upon 
assurances of no additional payments or deposits. 
19. McRaeILund individually and as agent and representative of Triad Leasing told 
the Defendants that no deposit would be required in connection with the 
purchase because the bucket previously purchased by the Defendants would he 
included in the leaselpurchase documents and would serve as additional 
security. 
20. The Defendants were told by McRaelLund to give them a $5,600.00 check as 
documentation of the security deposit but that it would never he cashed since 
the bucket was included in the leaselpurchase agreement as additional security. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 0 0 0 0 2 5 
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21. The Defendants also leasedipurchased a jib boom in connection with the 
forklift. The jib boom was never delivered. 
22. Under the terms of the contract the first payment was not due until April 20, 
2006. 
23. On March 20, 2006 the Defendants received a letter stating that they had a ten 
day grace period for all future payments. 
24. On April 11, 2006 a letter was sent to the Defendants stating that they were in 
default of the contract for not making a payment that was due on March 17, 
2006 even though no payments were due under the terms of the contract until 
April 20,2006. The letter of April 11, 2006 declared that the entire amount was 
past due and demanded payment of $92,701.70. 
25. The Defendants made several attempts to resolve the situation with Plaintiff but 
was unable effectuate resolution. 
26. On approximately April 20, 2006 the Plaintiff repossessed the forklift and 
wroligfully converted the Defendant's bucket to their possession. 
27. The Defendants received a letter dated July 26, 2006 stating the forklift was 
sold at auction and that the Defendants owed $56,754:80 which was more than 
was actually financed by the Defendant. 
28. The bucket was never returned to the Defendants. 
29. The Defendants lost the credit it had accumulated through lease payments of 
approximately $22,000.00, and loss of use of the forklift, and loss of possession 
of the forklift, with attachments. 
/I// 
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COUNT ONE 
BREACHOFCONTRACT 
30. The Defendants restate the allegations contained in paragraphs 12-29 as if stated 
in full hereafter. 
3 1. The Plaintiff breached the contract by failing to deliver the jib boom to the 
Defendants. 
32. The Plaintiff breached the contract by demanding payments from the 
Defendants before they were due under the terms of the contract. 
33. The Plaintiff breached the contract by declaring the Defendants to he in 
default before the obligation was due. 
34. The Plaintiff breached the contract by repossessing the forklift when the 
Defendants were not in default under the ternls of the contract. 
35. Because of the Plaintiffs breaches outlined above the Defendants have 
suffered damages in an amount to be determined at trial including, the loss of 
the forklift, the loss of use of the forklift, the loss of the down payment accrued 
through the two years of lease payments and the attorney's fees and costs 
accrued in the defense of this action. 
COUNT TWO 
FRAUD 
36. The Defendants restate the allegations contained in paragraphs 12-35 as if stated 
in full hereafter. 
37. McRaeILund individually and as agent and representative of Lund Machinery 
represented that it would need a $5,600.00 check from the Defendants though it 
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was never to be cashed and was only required as documentation for the 
purchase transaction and that the inclusion of the bucket already owned by 
Defendants as part of the leaselpurchase would serve as the security. 
Despite representing to the Defendants that the check would not be cashed, the 
Plaintiff attempted to negotiate the check. 
The representation was material in that the Defendants gave a check for 
$5,600.00 to McRaeILund under the false assumption that it would not be 
attempted to be negotiated. 
McRaelLund knew that the representation it made to the Defendants that the 
check would not be cashed was false. 
McRaeILund intended that the representation would induce the Defendants to 
enter into the leaselpurchase agreement, purchase the forklift and give the check 
for $5,600.00. 
The Defendants were ignorant that representation McRaeILund made was false 
and that they would in fact deposit the check. 
The Defendants relied upon the representation and gave the check to 
McRaelLund. 
As a result of the representation the Defendants have suffered damages 
including: loss of the forklift, loss of use of the forklift, bucket, jib boom and 
loss of the down payment amount accrued during the original lease. 
The Defendants hereby reserve the right to seek an order for additional damages 
with respect to this count and the right to amend this Counterclaim to include 
the appropriate measure and amount of damages. 
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COUNT THREE 
VIOLATION OF THE IDAHO CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 
C'THE ACT") 
46. The Defendants hereby restate the allegations in paragraphs 1-45 as if fully set 
forth herein. 
47. The Plaintiff and the Plaintiffs agent McRaeiLund misrepresented the facts 
surrounding the transaction and committed unconscionable acts and practices 
and used unconscionable methods of trade and commerce as outlined in Idaho 
Code $5 48-603C (1) and (2)(a)0 and (d), and unfair methods and practices as 
outlined in 5 48-603. 
48. The misrepresentations deceived the Defendants and constitute deceptive 
practices under The Act. 
49. The deception resulted in confusion and ultimately wrongful repossession of the 
Defendants' property. The deception also resulted in the loss of the down 
payment credit the Defendants had acquired during the lease portion of the 
contract. 
COUNT FOUR 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 
50. Defendants hereby request attorneys' fees and costs against Triad based upon 
Idaho Code 5512-120; 12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule .54(e) 
IV 
-
CROSSCLAIM 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM A N 9  0 0 0 2 9 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL - 10 
STATEMENT OF FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 
Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf- 
Christofferson (hereinafter referred to as "Defendants") hereby files this 
Crossclaim against McRaelLund Machinery Company ("McRaelLund") and 
alleges as follows: 
5 1. The Defendants hcrehy restate the allegations set forth in paragraph 12-50 as if 
fully set forth herein. 
52 At all times relevant herein G. Alan McRae was doing business within the State 
of Idaho, and with the Defendants under the name Lund Machinery Company. 
Lund Machinery Company is a defunct corporation in the State of Idaho since 
2003, and a defunct corporation within the State of Utah since 2002. Lund 
Machinery forfeited its corporate charter in each state prior to the acts and 
conduct alleged herein. The Crossclaimant has been unable to determine the 
identity of the directors and officers of Lund Machinery Company as of the date 
of this pleading. The Defendant's are unable as of the date of this pleading to 
ascertain all owners of Lund Machinery, other than G. Alan McRae, and 
therefore requests leave of court to amend this pleading to add the identity the 
principles involved as cross defendants hereto. 
53. At all times relevant herein Defendants were a Wyoming Corporation and 
residents of Alpine, Wyoming, respectively. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM ANEQ 0 0 0 3 0 
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COUNT ONE 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
54. McRaeILund individually and in concert with the Plaintiff breached the contract 
by failing to deliver the jib booin to defendants. 
55. McRaeiLund individually and in concert with the Plaintiff caused breached the 
contract by demanding payments before they were due under the terms of the 
contract. 
56. McRaeiLund individually and in concern with Plaintiffs caused the breach of 
the contract by declaring the Defendants to be in default before the obligation 
was due. 
57. McRaeILund caused the notification of breach of the contract and repossession 
of the forklift when the Defendants were not in default under the terms of the 
contract. 
58. Because of the McRaeILund's breaches outlined above the Defendants have 
suffered damages in an amount to be determined at trial including, the loss of 
use of the forklift, the loss of the down payment accrued through the two years 
of lease payments and the attorney's fees and costs accrued in the defense of 
this action. 
COUNT TWO 
FRAUD 
59. The Defendants restate the allegations contained in paragraphs 51-58 as if stated 
in full hereafter. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, CROSSCLAIM AND 0 0 0 0 3 f 
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60. McRaeiLund in conjunction with Plaintiffs represented that it would need a 
$5,600.00 check from the Defendants though it was never to be negotiated 
(cashed) and was only required as documentation for the purchase transaclion 
and that the inclusion of the already purchased bucket as part of the sale would 
serve as the security. 
61. Despite representing to the Defendants that the check would not be negotiated 
(cashed), McRaeILund delivered the check to Triad, who attempted to negotiate 
the check. 
62. The representation was material in that the Defendants gave a check for 
$5,600.00 to McRaeILund under the false assumption that it would not be 
cashed, and that additional security was not required. 
63. McRaeiLund knew that the representation it made to the Defendants that the 
check would not be cashed was false. Further, McRaeILund knew that the 
written agreement contained a $5,000.00 security deposit which Triad would 
enforce. 
64. McRaelLund intended that the representation would induce the Defendants to 
execute the contract and provide the check. 
65. The Defendants were ignorant that the representations of McRaelLund were 
falsc and that they would in fact deposit the check. 
66. The Defendants relied upon the representation executed the lease purchase 
agreement and gave the check for $5,600.00 to McRaeiLund. 
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67. As a result of the representation the Defendants have suffered damages 
including loss of use of the forklift and loss of the down payment amount 
accrued during the lease. 
68. The Defendants hereby reserve the right to seek an order for additional damages 
with respect to this count and the right to amend this counterclaim to include the 
appropriate measure and amount of damages. 
COUNT THREE 
VIOLATION OF THE IDAHO CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 
f'THE ACT") 
69. The Defendants hereby restate the allegations in paragraphs 51-68 as if fully set 
forth herein. 
70. McRaeILund while acting as agent, servant and in concert with Plaintiff 
misrepresented the facts surrounding the transaction and committed 
unconscionable acts and practices and used unconscionable methods of trade 
and commerce as outlined in Idaho Code §§ 48-603C (1) and (2)(a)0 and (d), 
and unfair methods and practices as outlined in § 48-603. 
71. The misrepresentations deceived the Defendants and constitute deceptive 
practices under The Act. 
72. The deception resulted in confusion and ultimately wrongful repossession of the 
Defendants' property. The deception also resulted in the loss of the down 
payment credit the Defendants had acquired during the lease portion of the 
contract. 
/ill 
llll 
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COUNT FOUR 
ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS 
73. Defendants hereby request attorneys' fees and costs against cross defendant 
McRaelLund and the Plaintiff based upon Idaho Code $9 12- 120; 12- 120(3); 
12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule 54(e) 
v 
-
CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE The Defendants request the following relief: 
1. That Plaintiffs Complaint be dismissed and that it take nothing thereby. 
2. With respect to Triad, Defendants request judgment against Triad and 
McRaelLund jointly and severally, or alternatively against the Plaintiff. 
Defendant's further request specific performance and for damages in an amount 
to be determined at trial and an award of all relief afforded by the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act and the Federal Consumer Protection Act as well as 
the penalties provided under the Federal Consumer Protection Act and for 
Defendants' attorneys fees and costs incurred in this matter. The Defendant's 
hrther request damages for breach of contract and fraud as described herein 
above, and as amended hereafter and as established at the time of trial. 
3. The Defendant's further request this court to permit amendment of this 
complaint against the Plaintiff and Crossdefendant to permit additional 
damages as provided by law, upon petition. 
4. With respect to McRaeILund, Defendants request a determination that 
McRaelLund is jointly and severally liable to Defendant, or in the alternative 
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personally liable for the defendants damages. Defendant further requests 
specific performance and for damages in an amount to be determined at trial 
and an award of all relief afforded by the Idaho Consumer Protection Act and 
the Federal Consumer Protection Act as well as the penalties provided under 
the Federal Consumer Protection Act and for Defendants' attorneys fees and 
costs incurred in this matter. The Defendants further request damages for fraud 
and breach of contract as described herein above, and as amended hereafter. 
The Defendants hereby request leave to amend damages sought against 
McRaeiLund for fraud as described herein above. 
5. For such other relief as the court shall deem just and equitable under the 
circumstances. 
6. For attorney fees and costs against Triad and McRaeILund, individually, as well 
as jointly and severally, as specifically described above. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
The Defendants herein request trial by jury for all causes of action plead by the 
Defendants herein. 
Dated this 10Ih day of October, 2006. /- 
~<&afford L& &ce. Chartered 
- " 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document on the following: 
S. Bryce Farris, Esq. US MAIL 
RINGERT CLARK CHARTERED 
P.O. Box 2773  FAX ( 208-342-4657) 
Boise, Idaho 83701 HAND DELIVERY 
U COURTHOUSE BOX 
0 US MAIL 
FAX 
HAND DELIVERY 
0 COURTHOUSE BOX 
Dated: October (D,2006 
~onaJd L\ Swafford, Esq. 
rd Law office, Chartered 
Lance J. Schuster, ISBN 5404 
HOPKLNS RODEN CROCKETT 
HANSEN & HOOPES, PLLC 
428 Park Avenue 
P.O. Box 51219 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-1219 
Telephone: 208-523-4445 
Attorneys for Crossdefendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASDIG & FINANCIAL, INC., 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTA'IN R O W S ,  MC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLIl'"IERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTEXCSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
ANSWER TO CROSSCLAIM AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
Defendants. 1 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimants, 
VS. 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
A N S m R  TO CROSSCLAIM AND DENLAND FOR JURY TRIAL - 1 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, TNC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDOIZIF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Crossclaimants, I 
VS. 
G. ALAN M C W  personally, dba 
LUND MACI-ITNERY; and LUND 
MACHINERY, an administratively 
dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Crossdefendants. .I 
COME NOW the Crossdefendants, G. ALAN MCRAE and LUND 
MACHINERY, by and through their attorney of record, Lance J. Schuster ofthe f i i  of 
I.IOPKINS RODEN CROCKETT HANSEN & HOOPES, PLLC, and in answer to 
Defendants'/Couiiterclaimants'/Crossclabantr' Crossclaim respond and allege as 
FIRST DEGNSE 
Defendants'lCounterc1aimantsJ/Crossc1aimants' Crossclaim fails to state a 
claim against Crossdefendants upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Crossdefendants deny each and every allegation of the Crossclaim nor 
specifically admitted and otherwise answer as follows: 
5 1. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 5 1. 
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52. Crossdefendants deny the allegations dparagraph 52. 
53. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 53. 
54. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 54. 
55. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 55. 
56. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 56. 
57. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 57. 
5 8 .  Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 58. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 59. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 60. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 6 1. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 62. 
Crossdefendants decy th?: allega?io~s af p~tritgaph 63. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 64. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 65. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 66. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 67. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 68. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 69. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 70. 
Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 71. 
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72. Crossdefendants deny the allegations ofparagcaph 72. 
73. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 73. 
WHEREFORE, Crossdefendants pray the judgment, order and decree of 
this court, as follows: 
1. That Defendants'/Counterclaimants'/Crossclaimants' Crossclaim be 
denied and that they talce nothing thereby; 
2.  That jud,pent be entered in favor of Crossdefendants and against 
Crossclaimants; 
3. That Crossdefeildants be awarded Their reasonable attorney fees and 
costs incurred herein pursuant to Idaho Code 4 12-120, 12-120(3), 12-121; 48-601 et. seq. 
and Idaho Court Rule 54(e); and 
4. That Crossdefendants be awarded such other and M e r  relief as the 
Court may deem just and equitable. 
JURY DEMAND 
Crossdefendants demand trial by jury on all issues herein. 
DATED this _11L_ day of January, 2007. 
HOPKWS RODEN CROCKETT 
HANSEN & I-IOOPES, PLLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL, I-IAND DELIVERY 
OR FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 
I hereby certify that a m e  and correct copy of the foregoing doc~~ment was 
on this date served upon the person(s) named below, at the address(es) set out below their 
name, either by mailing, overnight delivering, hand delivering or by telecopying to them a 
true and correct copy of said document in a properly addressed envelope in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid; by overnight delivery, postage prepaid; by hand delivery to 
them; or by facsimile transmission. 
DATED this & day of January, 2007. 
o Overnight Delivery 
o Hand Delivery 
D Facsimile 
S. Bryce Fanis, Esq. 
RlNGERT CLARG CI-ITD. 
P.O. Box 2773 
Boise, ID 83701 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
R. Jmes Archibald, Esq. 
Darren S. Robins, Esq. 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHTD. 
525 9" St. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
CI U.S. Mail 
a Overnight Delivery 
Rand Delivery 
Facsimile 
ANSWER TO CROSSCLAIM AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL. - 5 
Jan-28-2007 14:31 From-HOPKINE 'EN 
(I) 
2085234474 1-328 P.002/010 F-685 
0 = .  
JAN 2 3 2007 
Lance J. Schuster, ISBN 5404 
HOPKINS RODEN CROCKETT 
HANSEN & HOOPES, PLLC 
428 Park Avenue 
P.O. Box 51219 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-1219 
Telephone: 208-523-1445 
Attorneys for Crossdefendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TIUAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, XNC., I 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITT;ERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
VS. 
Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
AMENDED ANSWER TO 
CROSSCLAIM AND DEMAND FOR 
JURY TRZAL 
TlUAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, WC., I 
Counterdefendant. 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individud, and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Crossclaimants, I 
VS. 
G. ALAN MCRAE personally, dba 
LUND MACHINERY; and LUND I 
MACHINERY, an administratively 
dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Crossdefendants. 
COME NOW the Crossdefendants, G .  ALAN MCRAE and LUND 
MACHINlERY, by and through their attorney of record, Lance J. Schuster of the fm of 
HOPKSNS RODEN C R O C ~ T T  HANSEN & HOOPES, PLLC, and in answer to 
Defendants'/Counterc1~ts7/Crossc1aim Crossclaim respond and allege as 
follows: 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Defendants'/Counterclaimants'/Crossclaim Crossclaim fails to state a 
claim against Crossdefendants upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Crossdefendants deny each and every allegation of the Crossclaim not 
specifically admitted and otherwise answer as follows: 
12. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 12. 
AMENDED ANSWER TO CROSSCLAIM AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRW, - 2 
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13. Crossdefendants are without information as to the allegations of 
paragraph 13 and therefore deny the same. 
14, Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 14. 
15. Crossdefendants admit that G.  Alan McKae was doing business 
within the State of Idaho under Lurid Machinery and deny the remaining allegations of 
paragraph IS. 
16. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 16. 
17. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 17. 
18. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 18. 
19. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 19. 
20. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 20. 
21. Crossdefendants admit that Crossclaimants purchased a jib boom in 
connection with the forklift and deny the remaining allegations of paragraph 21.. 
22. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 22. 
23. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 23. 
24. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 24. 
25. Crossdefendant. deny the allegations of paragraph 25. 
26. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 26. 
27. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 27. 
28. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 28. 
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29. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 29. 
30. Crossdefendants restates and adopts their responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraphs 12 through 29 as if fully set forth 
herein. 
3 1. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 3 1. 
32. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 32. 
33. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 33. 
34. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 34. 
35. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 35. 
36. Crossdefendants restates and adopts their responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraphs 12 through 35 as if fully set forth 
herein. 
37. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 37. 
38. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 38. 
39. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 39. 
40. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 40. 
41. Crossdefendants deny rhe allegations of paragraph 41. 
42. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 42. 
43. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 43. 
44. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 44. 
45. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 45. 
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46. Crossdefendants restates and adopts their responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraph 12 through 45 as if fully set forth 
herein. 
47. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 47. 
48. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 48. 
49. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 49. 
50. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 50. 
5 1. Crossdefendants restates and adopts their responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraphs 12 through 50 as if fully set forth 
herein. 
52. Crossdefendants admit that G. Alan McRae was doing business 
within the State of Idaho under the name of Lund Machinery; and further admits that 
Lund Machinery Company is an expired Utah corporation that was registered to do 
business in Idaho; and W e r  admits that corporate charters were forfeit in Utah and 
Idaho prior to the acts and conduct alleged herein. Crossdefendants deny the remaining 
allegations of paragraph 52. 
53. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 53.  
54. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 54. 
55. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 55. 
56. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 56. 
57. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 57. 
AMENDED ANSWER TO CROSSCLAIM AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL - 5 
000047 
58. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 58. 
59. Crossdefendants restates and adopts fheir responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraphs 12 through 58 as if Mly set forth 
herein. 
60. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 60. 
61. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 61. 
62. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 62. 
63. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 63. 
64. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 64. 
65. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 65. 
66. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 66. 
67. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 67. 
68. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 68. 
69. Crossdefendants restates and adopts their responses to 
Counterclaimant's allegations set forth in paragraphs 12 through 68 as if fully set forth 
herein. 
70. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 70. 
7 1. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 7 1. 
72. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 72. 
73. Crossdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 73. 
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THIRD DEFENSE 
Crossclaimam improperly brought this claim against Crossdefendants as 
the Crossdefendants were not originally a party to this action. A crossclaim is not 
permitted to be brought against a party who was not originally a party to the action 
pursuant to I.R.C,P. 13(g). 
FOURTH DEFENSE 
The claim made by Crossclaimant against the Crossdefendant are improper 
third party claims because they do not represent claims where the crossdefendant "may be 
liable to such third-party plaintiff for all or part of the plaintifps claim against the third 
party plaintiff." I.R.C.P. 14(a). 
FIFTH DEFENSE 
At the time that the Crossclaimant leased the forklift h m  the Plaintiff the 
Crossclaimant and the Crossdefendants reached an accord as to the amount owed by the 
Crossclaimant to the Crossdefendants and said accord was satisfied. 
SIXTH DEFENSE 
Toe Crossdefendants delivered the jib boom, forklift and al l  other 
equipment required to be delivered pursuant to their accord with the Crossclaimants. 
SEVENTH DEFENSE 
Crosscfahants are barred by the pard evidence rule from claiming that 
their check for $5,600 would not be negotiated. 
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WHEREFORE, Crossdefendants pray the judgment, order and decree of 
this court, as follows: 
1. That Defeddant~'/Comterclaimants'/Crosscl~ts' Crossclaim be 
denied and that they take norhing thereby; 
2. That judgment be entered in favor of Crossdefendants and against 
Crossclaimants; 
3. That Crossdefendants be awarded their reasonable attorney fees and 
costs incurred herein pursuant to Idaho Code fi 12-120, 12-120(3), 12-121; 48-601 et. seq. 
and Idaho C o w  Rule 54(e); and 
4. That Crossdefendants be awarded such other and further relief as the 
Court may deem just and equitable. 
SURY D E W  
Crossdefendants demand trial by jury on all issues herein. 
DATED this 2 day of January, 2007. 
HOPKINS RODEN CROCKETT 
HANSEN & HOOPES, PLLC 
~ b r n e ~ s  for ~rossdefCendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL, HAND DELIVERY 
OR FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 
I hereby certi@ that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
on this date served upon the person(s) named below, at the address(es) set out below their 
name, either by mailing, overnight delivering, hand delivering or by telecopying to them a 
true and correct copy of said document in a properly addressed envelope in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid; by overnight delivery, postage prepaid; by hand delivery to 
them; or by facsimile transmission. 
DATED this day of January, 2007. 
S. Bryce Farris, Esq. 
RLNGERT CLARK, CHTD. 
P.O. Box 2773 
Boise, ID 83701 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CBTD. 
525 St. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
U.S. Mail 
o Overnight Delivery 
Hand Delivery 2 Facsimile 
n U.S.Mai1 
D Overnight Delivery 
2- Hand Delivery Facsimile 
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k d  1 2 29$ 
SWA ORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
ald L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
Jaines Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Darren S. Robins, ~ s ~ . , - B a r  No. 6839 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4 13 1 
J. DAVID NAVAHHO, Clerk 
By C BARCLAY 
DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Defendants 
DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR ADA COUNTY, IDAHO 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff, Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. AMENDED ANSWER, 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, 
COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
CLAIM AND DEMAMD FOR JURY TRIAL 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counter Defendant 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC.. 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
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BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Third Party Plaintiff 
G. ALAN MCRAE personally, 
DBA LUND MACHINERY 
and LUND MACHINERY an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah Corporation, 
Third Party Defendant 
COMES NOW ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyo~ning Corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, hereinafter the "Defendants" who hereby respond to 
Plaintiffs Complaint as follows: 
I 
ANSWER 
1. The Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-5 of 
Plaintiffs Complaint. 
2. The Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 6 and 7 of 
Plaintiffs Con~plaint. 
3.  With respect to paragraph 8 of the Plaintiffs Complaint, the Defendants 
admit they have refused to pay the balance and deny the remaining allegations set forth 
therein. 
4. The Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 9 and 10 of 
Plaintiffs Complaint. 
5. The Defendants deny every allegation not specifically admitted herein. 
Defendants hereby request attorneys' fees and costs against Plaintiff based upon 
Idaho Code @12-120; 12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule 54(e). 
//I 
Ill 
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I1 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
A. CONDITION PRECEDENT 
6 .  The agreement between Defendants and Plaintiff's agent, McRae dba Lund 
Machinery Company ("Lund"), was conditioned upon McRae/Lundls leasingiselling and 
delivery of a jib boom to the Defendants. The jib boom was never delivered. Therefore the 
----- 
condition precedent was never satisfied and no liability was created by the agreement. 
B. MODIFICATION 
7. McRae's agents, employees and servants through Lund Machinery told 
the Defendants that no down payment would be required under the agreement for the 
forklift because the Defendants had previously purchased a bucket for the backhoe in a 
separate transaction, and McRaeILund Machinery would make it part of the agreement to 
leaseipurchase the forklift thereby using the bucket as additional security. 
C. FRAUD 
8. The terms of the agreement with McRaeiLund was that there would be no 
money required as a down payment. The inclusion of the Defendants' bucket in the 
leaseipurchase documents for the forklift was intended to serve as additional security for 
the transaction. McRaeiLund informed the Defendants that a security deposit was not 
required because of the inclusion of the bucket as additional security in the 
leaselpurchase agreement. McRaeiLund informed the Defendants that they would need a 
check from them for $5,600.00 to document the transaction but that it would not be 
cashed and it would be sent back to the Defendants. This representation was false and 
the Plaintiffs agent knew that it was false when it was made. The representatioil was 
material and it was intended that the Defendants rely upon the false statement. The 
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Defendants were ignorant of the falsity, relied upon the representation, and are now 
damaged thereby, as stated in the Defendants' Counterclaim. 
D. MISTAKE 
9. Both parties suffered from a mistake of fact. The mistake was that the 
Plaintiffs agent informed the Defendants that a security deposit would not be required. 
They promised the Defendants that the inclusion of the bucket in the documents of 
leaselpurchase of the forklift would create additional security and would it eliminate the 
requirement of a $5,000.00 deposit; and, that the Defendants' check for $5,600.00 was 
only for the purpose of documentation and would not be cashed. The Defendants relied 
upon this information when entering into the transaction. This information may or may 
not have been conveyed to the Plaintiff by its agent McRaelLund. 
E. ESTOPPEL 
10. The Plaintiff be estopped from bringing this action and be estopped from 
retaining possession of the forklift, as the Defendants were not in default under the terms 
of the agreement and they were not in default when the forklift was removed from their 
possession. 
F. BREACH OF CONTRACT 
11. Prior to the completion of the conditions precedent, the Plaintiff breached 
the agreement by sending a Notice of Default to Defendants when in fact there was no 
default. A letter of default was sent April 11, 2006, & to the first payment obligation 
becoming due under the leaselpurchase agreement. The letter of April 11,2006 claimed 
a missed payment on March 17,2006 and demanded over $92,000. 
I// 
Ill 
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COUNTERCLAIMS 
STATEMENT OF FACTS AND ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 
Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna 
Blittersdorf-Christofferson (hereinafter referred to as "Defendants") hereby files this 
Counterclaim against Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc., ("Triad") and alleges as follows: 
12. The Defendants hereby re-allege all admissions, denials and affirmative 
defenses as set forth above as if set forth in full hereinafter. 
13. At all times relevant hereto, Triad was an Idaho corporation, whose principal 
office is in Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 
14. At all times relevant hereto, Defendants were a Wyoming Corporation and 
residents of Alpine, Wyoming, respectively. 
15. At all times herein, G. Alan McRae was doing business within the State of 
Idaho under Lund Machinery Company ("Lund"). The Plaintiff had an agency relationship 
with McRaeiLund, and was acting in concert in selling and financing machinery purchases. 
The Plaintiff negligently selected, and engaged, maintained, monitored and utilized Lund 
Machinery as it's agent and customer in the State of Idaho for purposes of financing sales 
of machinery when it knew or should have known with reasonable effort, that McRaeiLund 
equipment was utilizing deceptive sales practices. The breach of contract and tortuous acts 
committed by Lund in coiljunction with Triad Leasing were committed within the State of 
Idaho. 
16. In approximately May of2004 the Defendants entered into an agreement 
with McRaeILund to lease a forklift with sixty-five percent (65%) of the lease payments to 
be credited towards an optioit to purchase the equipment. 
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17. During the tenn ofthe lease the Defendants independently purchased and paid 
for a bucket for the forklift. The purchase price of the bucket was paid in full by the 
Defendants at the time of the purchase in March 2006, under the Lease purchase 
arrangement relevant to this cause of action. 
18. In March of 2006 the Defendants decided to purchase the forklift, based upon 
assurances of no additional payments or deposits. 
19. McRaelLund individually and as agent and representative of Triad Leasing 
told the Defendants that no deposit would be required in connection with the purchase 
because the bucket previously purchased by the Defendants would be included in the 
leaselpurchase documents and would serve as additional security. 
20. The Defendants were told by McRaeILund to give them a $5,600.00 check 
as documentatioil of the security deposit but that it would never be cashed since the bucket 
was included in the leaselpurchase agreement as additional security. 
21. The Defendants also leasedlpurchased a jib booin in connection with the 
forklift. The jib boom was never delivered. 
22. Under the terms of the contract the first payment was not due until April 20, 
2006. The agreement further states that no payment is due until the equipment is accepted. 
The jib boom was never delivered and never accepted. 
23. On March 20, 2006 the Defendants received a letter stating that they had a 
ten day grace period for all future payments. 
24. On April 11,2006 a letter was sent to the Defendants stating that they were 
in default of the contract for not making a payment that was due on March 17, 2006 even 
though no payments were due under the terms ofthe contract until April 20,2006. The letter 
of April 11,2006 declared that the entire amount was past due and demanded payment of 
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$92,701.70. 
25. The Defendants made several attempts to resolve the situation with Plaintiff 
but was unable effectuate resolution. 
26. On approximately April 20, 2006 the Plaintiff repossessed the forklift and 
wrongfully converted the Defendants' bucket to their possession. 
27. The Defendants received a letter dated July 26,2006 stating the forklift was 
sold at auction and that the Defendants owed $56,754.80 which was more than was actually 
financed by the Defendant. 
28. The bucket was never returned to the Defendants. 
29. The Defendants lost the credit it had accumulated through lease payments of 
approximately $22,000.00, and loss of use of the forltlift, and loss of possession of the 
forklift, with attachments. 
IV  
30. The Defendants restate the allegations contained in paragraphs 12-29 as if 
stated in full hereafter. 
3 1. The Plaintiff breached the contract by failing to deliver the jib boom to the 
Defendants. 
32. The Plaintiff breached the contract by demanding payments from the 
Defendants before they were due under the terms of the contract. 
33. The Plaintiff breached the contract by declaring the Defendants to be in 
default before any obligation was due. 
34. The Plaintiff breached the contract by repossessing the forklift when the 
Defendants were not in default under the terms of the contract. 
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35. Because of the Plaintiff's breaches outlined above the Defendants have 
suffered damages in an amount to be determined at trial including, the loss of the forklift; 
the loss of use of the forklift, the loss of the down payment accrued through the two years 
of lease payments and the attorney's fees and costs accrued in the defense of this action. 
SECOND COUNTERCLAIM 
FRAUD 
36. The Defendants restate the allegations contained in paragraphs 12-35 as if 
stated in full hereafter. 
37. McRaeILund individually and as agent and representative of Luild 
Machinery represented that it would need a $5,600.00 check from the Defendants though 
it was llever to be cashed and was only required as documentation for the purchase 
transaction and that the inclusion of the bucket already owned by Defendants as part of 
the leaselpurchase would serve as the security. 
38. Despite representing to the Defendants that the check would not be 
cashed, the Plaintiff attempted to negotiate the check. 
39. The representation was material in that the Defendants gave a check for 
$5,600.00 to McRaeILund under the false assumption that it would not be attempted to be 
negotiated. 
40. McRaeILund knew that the representation it made to the Defendants that 
the check would not be cashed was false. 
41. McRaeILund intended that the representation would induce the 
Defendants to enter into the leaselpurchase agreement, purchase the forklift and give the 
check for $5,600.00. 
42. The Defendants were ignorant that the representation McRaelLund made 
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was false and that they would in fact deposit the check. 
43. The Defendants relied upon the representation and gave the check to 
McRaeiLund. 
44. As a result o f  the representation the Defendants have suffered damages 
including: loss o f  the forklift, loss o f  use o f  the forklift, bucket, jib boom and loss o f  the 
down payment amount accrued during the original lease. 
45. The Defendants hereby reserve the right to seek an order for additional 
damages with respect to this count and the right to amend this Counterclaim to include 
the appropriate measure and amount o f  damages. 
THIRD COUNTERCLAIM 
VIOLATION OF THE IDAHO CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 
FTHE ACT") 
46. The Defendants hereby restate the allegations in paragraphs 1-45 as i f  
fully set forth herein. 
47. The Plaintiff and the Plaintiff's agent McRaeILund misrepresented the 
facts surrounding the transaction and committed unconscionable acts and practices and 
used unconscionable methods o f  trade and commerce as outlined in Idaho Code §Ej 48- 
603C (1) and (2)(a)(c) and ( d ) ,  and unfair methods and practices as outlined in Ej 48-603. 
48. The misrepresentations deceived the Defendants and constitute deceptive 
practices under The Act. 
49. The deception resulted in confusion and ultimately wrongful repossession 
of the Defendants' property. The deception also resulted in the loss o f  the down payment 
credit the Defendants had acquired during the lease portion o f  the contract. 
FOUR'ClI <:OUKTEKCl.AI\I 
..ITTOlZNEY'S FEES AN11 COSTS 
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50. Defendants l~erehy request attorneys' fees and costs against Triad based 
upon Idaho Code $ 5  12-120; 12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule 54(e) 
The Defendants assert that there are parties who are currently known and 
identified as G. Alan McRae, Lund Machinery, Lund Machinery an administratively 
dissolved Idaho Corporation, and Lund Machinery an administratively dissolved Utah 
Corporation, who are property third party defendants under Rule 14(a) of the Idaho Court 
Rules. Each of these entities and individuals is or may be liable to the third party 
plaintiff for all or part of the Plaintiffs claim against the third party defendant. 
STATEMENT OF PACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 
Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna 
Blittersdorf-Christofferson (hereinafter referred to as "Defendants") hereby files this 
THIRD PARTY CLAIM against McRaeILund Machinery C o n ~ p a ~ y  , Lund Machinery a 
defunct Utah Corporation and Lund Machineiy a defunct Idaho Corporation, which are 
collectively referred to for convenience hereafter as "McRae/Lund", and alleges as 
follows: 
5 1. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs hereby restate the allegations set 
forth in paragraph 12-50 as if fully set forth herein. 
52 At all times relevant herein G. Alan McRae was doing business within the 
State of Idaho, and with the Defendants under the name Luild Machinery Company. 
Lund Machinery Conlpany is a defunct corporation in the State of Idaho since 2003, and 
a defunct corporation within the State of Utah since 2002. Lund Machinery forfeited its 
corporate charter in each state prior to the acts and co~lduct alleged herein. The 
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DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs have been unable to determine the identity of the 
directors and officers of Lund Machinery Company as of the date of this pleading. The 
DefendantslThird Party Plaintiffs are unable as of the date of this pleading to ascertain all 
owners of Lund Machinery, other than G. Alan McRae, and therefore requests leave of 
court to amend this pleading to add the identity of the principles involved as Third Party 
Defendants hereto. 
53. At all times relevant herein DefeildantsIThird Party Plaintiffs were a 
Wyoming Corporation and residents of Alpine, Wyoming, respectively. 
COUNT ONE 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
54. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs purchased the equipment described 
herein, based upon the representations of LundiMcRae; Lundl McRae arranged for 
financing, and said purchase was exclusively based upon the representations and 
agreements made by LundIMcRae. LundIMcRae individually and in concert with the 
Plaintiff breached the contract by failing to deliver the jib boom to DefendantsIThird 
Party Plaintiffs. 
55.  McRaeILund individually and in concert with the Plaintiff caused 
breached the contract by demanding payinents before they were due under the terms of 
the contract. 
56. McRaelLund individually and in concern with Plaintiffs caused the breach 
of the contract by declaring the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs to be in default before 
the obligation was due. 
57. McRaeILund caused the notification of breach of the contract and 
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repossession of the forklift when the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs were not in 
default under the terms of the contract. 
58. Because of the McRaeILund's breaches outlined above the 
DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs have suffered damages in an aniount to be determined 
at trial including, the loss of use of the forklift, the loss of the down payment accrued 
through the two years of lease payments and the attorney's fees and costs accrued in the 
defense of this action. The third party defendants are liable and responsible to the 
DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs for any damages awarded the Plaintiff herein on their 
claim against the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs. 
COUNT TWO 
FRAUD 
59. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs restate the allegations contained in 
paragraphs 5 1-58 as if stated in full hereafter. 
60. McRaeILund in conjunction with Plaintiffs represented that it would need 
a $5,600.00 check from the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs though it was never to be 
negotiated (cashed) and was only required as documentation for the purchase transaction 
and that the inclusion of the already purchased bucket as part of the sale would serve as 
the security. The entire agreement was expressly contingent and conditioned upon the 
agreement that the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs would not be required to pay any 
down payment, costs or fees in connection with the purchase. 
61. Despite representing to the DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs that the 
check would not be negotiated (cashed), McRaeILund delivered the check to Triad, who 
attempted to negotiate the check. 
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62. The representation was material in that the DefendantsIThird Party 
Plaintiffs gave a check for $5,600.00 to McRaeiLund under the false assumption that it 
would not be cashed, and that additional security was not required. The 
DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs would not have entered into the agreement but for this 
representation. 
63. McRaeILund knew that the representatio~l it made to the DefendantslThird 
Party Plaintiffs that the check would not be cashed was false. Further, McRaelLund 
knew that the written agreement contained a $5,600.00 security deposit which Triad 
would enforce. 
64. McRaeILund intended that the representation would induce the 
DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs to execute the contract and provide the check. 
65. The DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs were ignorant that the 
representations o f  McRaeILund were false and that they would in fact deposit the check. 
66. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs relied upoil the representation 
executed the lease purchase agreement and gave the check for $5,600.00 to McRaeILund. 
67. As a result o f  the representatio~l the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs have 
suffered damages including loss o f  use o f  the forklift and loss o f  the down payment 
amount accrued during the lease. 
68. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs hereby reserve the right to seek an 
order for additional damages with respect to this count and the right to amend this 
counterclaim to include the appropriate measure and amount o f  damages. 
COUNT THREE 
VIOLATION OF THE IDAHO COBSUMER PROTECTION ACT 
PTHE ACT") 
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69. The DefendantsiThird Party Plaintiffs hereby restate the allegations in 
paragraphs 51-68 as if fully set forth herein. 
70. McRaeiLund while acting as agent, servant and in concert with Plaintiff 
~nisrepresented the facts surrounding the transaction and committed unconscionable acts 
and practices and used unconscionable methods of trade and commerce as outlined in 
Idaho Code §§ 48-603C (1) and (2)(a)(c) and (d), and unfair methods and practices as 
outlined in 5 48-603. 
71. The misrepresentations deceived the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs and 
constitute deceptive practices under The Act. 
72. The deception resulted in confusion and ultimately wrongful repossession 
of the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs' property. The deception also resulted in the loss 
of the down payment credit the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs had acquired during the 
lease portion of the contract. 
COUNT POUR 
ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS 
73. DefendantslThird Party Plaintiffs hereby request attorneys' fees and costs 
against crossdefendant McRaeiLund and the Plaintiff based upon Idaho Code 9512-120; 
12-120(3); 12-121; 48-601, et. seq.; and Idaho Court Rule 54(e) 
VI 
-
CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs request the following relief: 
1 .  That Plaintiff's Complaint be dismissed and that it take nothing thereby 
2. With respect to Triad, DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs request judgment 
against Triad and McRaelLund jointly and severally, or alternatively against the Plaintiff. 
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DefendantslThird Party Plaintiffs further request specific performance and for damages in 
an amount to be determined at trial and an award o f  all relief afforded by the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act and the Federal Consumer Protection Act as well as the penalties 
provided under the Federal Consumer Protection Act and for DefendantsIThird Party 
Plaintiffs' attorneys fees and costs incurred in this matter. The DefendantsiThird Party 
Plaintiffs further request damages for breach o f  contract and fraud as described herein above, 
and as anlellded hereafter and as established at the time o f  trial. 
3. The DefendantslThird Party Plaintiffs further request this court to permit 
amendment of  this complaint against the Plaintiff and Cross-defendant to permit additional 
parties and damages as discovered and provided by law. 
4. With respect to McRaeILund, DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs request a 
determination that McRaeILund is jointly and severally liable to DefendantsIThird Party 
Plaintiffs, or in the alternative persollally liable for the defendants damages. 
DefeildantsIThird Party Plaintiffs further request specific performance and for damages in 
an amount to be determined at trial and all award o f  all relief afforded by the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act and the Federal Consumer Protection Act as well as the penalties 
provided under the Federal Consun~er Protection Act and for DefendantsIThird Party 
Plaintiffs' attorneys fees and costs incurred in this matter. The DefendantslThird Party 
Plaintiffs further request darnages for fraud and breach o f  contract as described herein above, 
and as amended hereafter. The DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs hereby request leave to 
amend damages sought against McRaelLund for fraud as described herein above. 
5 .  That a judgment be entered stating that the Third Party Defendant's herein be 
deemed liable in full,  and indemnify the third party plaintiff for all sums detelmined due and 
owing the Plaintiff by the DefendantsIThird Party Plaintiffs. 
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DEPUN 
Attorney for G. Alan McRae and Lund Machinery 
DISTRICT COURT FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
ADA COUNTY IDAHO 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
Case No.: CV-OC-0614439 
FIRST AMENDED ANSWER TO 
THIRD-PARTY COMPLAINT AND 
JURY DEMAND 
Defendants. I 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
Counterclaimants, I 
TRIAD LEASNG & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counterdefendant. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, m c . ,  a O R I G I N A L  
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Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 1 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
VS. 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, dba LUND 
MACHINERY, an administratively 
dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
The third-party defendants, G. Alan McRae d/b/a Lund Machinery (collectively 
Lund), through counsel of record, Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA, respectfully answers the 
third-party complaint as follows: 
1. Paragraph 51 is denied. 
2. Paragraph 52 is denied 
3. Paragraph 53 is denied, 
4. Paragraph 54 is denied. 
5. Paragraph 55 is denied. 
6. Paragraph 56 is denied. 
7. Paragraph 57 is denied. 
8. Paragraph 58 is denied. 
9. Paragraph 59 is denied. 
10. Paragraph 60 is denied. 
11. Paragraph 61 is denied. 
12. Paragraph 62 is denied. 
13. Paragraph 63 is denied. 
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14. Paragraph 64 is denied. 
15. Paragraph 65 is denied. 
16. Paragraph 66 is denied. 
17. Paragraph 67 is denied. 
18. Paragraph 68 is denied. 
19. Paragraph 69 is denied. 
20. Paragraph 70 is denied. 
21. Paragraph 71 is denied. 
22. Paragraph 72 is denied. 
23. Paragraph 73 is denied. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitation. 
2. The third-party plaintiffs fail to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
3. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred because they have failed to plead 
fraud with particularity as required by Rule 9(b) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
4. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by the doctrine of waiver. 
5. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 
6. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by the doctrine of estoppel. 
7. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by failure of a condition precedent. 
8. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred because Lund did not cause their 
damages. 
9. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by their own breach of contract. 
10. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred by their own unclean hands. 
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11. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred because they have failed to mitigate 
their damages, if any. 
12. The third-party plaintiffs' claims are barred because they have suffered no 
damages. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
Wherefore, Lund prays for the following relief: 
1. That the third-party complaint be dismissed with prejudice and the third-party 
plaintiffs taking nothing thereby; 
2. That Lund be awarded its full, reasonable attorney fees and costs pursuant to 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54, Idaho Code $$ 12-120 and 12-121, and any other 
applicable ntle or statute, 
3. Any other relief the Court deems just and equitable under the circumstances. 
JURY DEMAND 
Lund demands trial by jury upon all issues triable to a jury pursuant to Rule 38 of 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
DATED: May 2,2007 
Of Beard St. Clair Gaffney PA 
Attorneys for G. Alan McRae and Lund Machinery 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
7 I certify I am a licensed attorney in the state of Idaho and on ~ a ~ $ ,  2007, I 
served a true and correct copy of the FIRST AMENDED ANSWER TO THIRD-PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND on the following by the method of delivery 
designated below: 
S. Bryce Fanis d U . S .  Mail 0 Hand-delivered 0 Facsimile 
Ringert Clark 
PO Box 2773 
Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 342-4657 
Ronald Swafford 
Swafford Law Office 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208) 524-413 1 
Ada County Courthouse 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, ID 83702-7300 
Fax: (208) 287-7529 
d . S  Mail  and-delivered Facsimile 
d . S  Mail  and-delivered 0 Facsimile 
f6hn M. Avondet 
Of BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
Attorneys for G. Alan McRae and Lund Machinery 
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AM. ..-..-F,.&? .--- 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
II Plaintiff, 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC.: 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
AND ORDER 
Defendants.  
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimants, 
VS. 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counterdefendant. 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, I 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, 
d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
I I This case is before the Court on Third-Party Defendants G. Allen McRae, d/b/a Lund 
Machinery's (Lund's) motion for summary judgment. For the reasons that follow, the motion will 
II FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY I I In May 2003 Lund entered into an equipment rental agreement whereby Lund agreed to I I lease a forklift to Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf, and Glenna II Blittersdorf-Christofferson (collectively "Rocky Mountain"). A few years later Lund offered to I/ sell the forklift to Rocky Mountain and to credit a portion of the previously made lease payments 11 towards the purchase price. Rocky Mountain alleges that in addition to this arrangement, Lund 
I I agreed that no cash would be required to effectuate the transaction, and that a previously purchased 1 /bucket for the forklift would be used as a deposit to secure financing. To finance the forklift 
purchase, on March 15,2006, Rocky Mountain entered into an equipment lease contract with 
0000 
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'laintiff Triad Leasing and Financial Inc. (Triad), that required a $5,000.00 security deposit. The 
'orklift, the bucket and a jib boom were described as the leased equipment. Rocky Mountain 
igreed to pay Triad $1,406.00 per month over a sixty month period. James Blittersdorf and his 
~ i f e  guaranteed payment of the lease. An employee of Lund delivered the Triad contract and 
:ollected a check for the security deposit. Upon Rocky Mountain's alleged default in April 2006, 
md after accelerating the payment due under the parties' agreement, Triad repossessed the forklift 
md bucket. 
Rocky Mountain asserts that the check was not to be cashed, but was to be held until 
payment was completed. Rocky Mountain alleges that Lund was directly involved in financing the 
purchase, and that Keith Webb, an employee of Lund, effectuated the transaction. 
On August 8,2006, Triad filed a complaint against Rocky Mountain alleging breach of the 
Lease agreement. Rocky Mountain filed an answer, a counterclaim against Triad for breach of 
contract and violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, and a third-party claim against Lund 
for fraud, breach of contract, and violation of the consumer protection act. Lund filed the pending 
motion for summary judgment. The case has been set for a jury trial. 
ANALYSIS 
Summary judgment is appropriate only if the affidavits, depositions, admissions, and other 
evidence in the record demonstrate that there are no genuine issues of material fact and that the 
moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Rule 56(c), I.R.C.P., Hines v. Hines, 129 
Idaho 847,934 P.2d 20 (1997). When considering a motion for summary judgment, the court 
"liberally construes the record in a light most favorable to the party opposing the motion and draws 
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all reasonable inferences and conclusions in that party's favor." Brooks v. Logan, 130 Idaho 574, 
576,944 P.2d 709,71 l(1997). 
Lund moves for summary judgment on the grounds that Rocky Mountain's claims are 
insufficient to create any genuine issues of material fact. It argues there was no connection 
between itself and Triad pursuant to provision 4(b) of Triad and Rocky Mountain's contract. 
Specifically, Lund argues the terms of the Triad and Rocky Mountain's contract explicitly state 
that neither the vendors, nor anyone else, would be considered as agents of Triad. Further, Lund 
contends that Rocky Mountain cannot claim it entered into such financing agreement based upon 
Lund's alleged representations because the language of the agreement was clear and unambiguous, 
and Rocky Mountain was on notice that it was dealing with a separate entity, Triad. Lund 
concludes that Rocky Mountain cannot succeed on its allegations that Lund caused the breach of 
the contract with Triad because Rocky Mountain made representations to Triad that it had received 
all the equipment, including the jib boom at issue. Next, with respect to Rocky Mountain's fraud 
claim, Lund argues it has failed to plead such claim with particularity, or provide any evidence that 
I Rocky Mountain tendered a check to Triad in the amount of $5,600.00' under any false 
assumption that it would not be cashed. Further, Lund argues that even if Rocky Mountain's 
allegations were presumed true and not contradicted by the parties' underlying contractual terms, 
Rocky Mountain's allegations merely constitute promises of future events, not misrepresentations 
I of existing material fact. Finally, as to Rocky Mountain's claim that it violated the Idaho 
I The amount of the deposit is unclear, but that does not appear to be a material issue. 0000 
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In response, Rocky Mountain argues that material issues of fact are in dispute because the 
agreements at issue were fonned and effectuated by Joe ~ e s l i e ~  and Keith Webb, allegedly Lund 
representatives. It also asserts it never received the jib boom included in the March 15,2006 
agreement. Rocky Mountain argues that Lund breached the underlying terms of the parties' 
contract because it was the agent for formation of the contract with Triad and it negotiated all of 
the financing arrangements. Further, Rocky Mountain maintains that Lund Equipment was 
obligated to service and return all equipment in preparation for Rocky Mountain's financing 
I I arrangement with Triad, which included the jib boom Lund Equipment failed to deliver. As to the 
fraud claim, Rocky Mountain argues that a Lund representative informed James Blittersdorf that 
he needed to provide a check for $5,600.00 at the time Rocky Mountain executed its contract with 
Triad. Rocky Mountain contends that the check was tendered on the understanding that it would 
not be cashed, and that the bucket was to constitute the security deposit for Triad. On this basis, 
Rocky Mountain concludes that Lund made false representations sufficient to satisfy all the 
required elements of fraud. Finally, as to the Idaho Consumer Protection Act claim, Rocky 
Mountain cites the depositions of Keith Webb and James Blittersdorf to illustrate the integral role 
Lund played in the bargaining, creation, formation, and execution of the agreement with Triad. 
On the breach of contract claim, the primary objective is to determine and give effect to the 
intention of the parties. In Twin Lakes Village Property v. Crowley, 124 Idaho 132,859 P.2d 61 1 
(1993), the Idaho Supreme Court stated: 
The objective in interpreting contracts is to ascertain and give effect to the 
intent of the parties. See Luzar v. Western Sur. Co., 107 Idaho 693,697,692 P.2d 
337,341 (1984). The intent of the parties should, if possible, be ascertained from 
2 Leslie appears to be an employee of FCI Services, an equipment financing brokerage. 
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the language of the documents. Suchan v. Suchan, 106 Idaho 654,660,682 P.2d 
607,613 (1984). The determination of a contract's meaning and legal effect is a 
question of law when the contract is clear and unambiguous. Bondy v. Levy, 121 
Idaho 993,996-7,829 P.2d 1342,1345-46 (1992). 124 Idaho at 135. 
And in Terteling v. Payne, 131 Idaho 389,957 P.2d 1387 (1998), the court said: 
Where a contract is clear and unambiguous, the determination and legal effect of a 
contractual provision is a question of law to be decided by the court. Suchan v. 
Suchan, 106 Idaho 654,660,682 P.2d 607,613 (1984). Interpretation of an 
ambiguous document presents a question of fact. DeLancey v. DeLancey, 110 
Idaho 63,65,714 P.2d 32,34 (1986). The determination of whether a document is 
ambiguous is itself a question of law, which we resolve by examining the 
document's relevant provisions to determine whether the contract is reasonably 
subject to conflicting interpretations. 957 P.2d at 1389-90. 
The determination of ambiguity is to be made by construing the document to give effect to 
:very part of it, if possible, viewing the contract as a whole. Twin Lakes Village Property, supra; 
Kessler v. Tortoise Development, Inc., 130 Idaho 105,939 P.2d 417 (1997). 
The contract between Rocky Mountain and Triad is clear and unambiguous. Lund is not a 
party to it, and assumed no obligations under it. Both the language of the agreement and the facts 
ien~onstrate that Webb and Leslie were not acting as agents of Triad in negotiating the terms of 
the agreement. The agreement expressly states that the vendor (in this case Lund) is not the agent 
3f Triad. Further, there are no facts to demonstrate that Triad did anything to indicate that Lund's 
:mployees were acting as its agents. An alleged agent cannot create an agency relationship or 
lpparent authority by its own actions; only the principal, in this case Triad, can do so. Podolan v. 
Idaho Legal AidServices, Inc., 123 Idaho 937, 854 P.2d 280 (Ct.App. 1993). James Bliltersdorf s 
'understanding" that Lund was serving as the agent for Triad, without more, does not create an 
ssue of fact as to agency. 
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The claim that Lund breached the contract by failing to deliver the jib boom fails as well. 
\gain, Lund was not a party to the lease agreement. Further, James Blittersdorf acknowledged 
hat he had received all of the equipment. Rocky Mountain cannot disclaim this statement, unless 
;ome concealment not present here, is alleged. Mannos v. Moss, 143 Idaho 927,155 P.3d 1 166 
y2007). The same analysis applies to the allegation that a check for the security deposit was not to 
)e cashed and/or that the bucket was to be the only security. The agreement itself states that the 
jecurity deposit is $5,000.00. There is no mention in the agreement of the bucket as security. 
rhese terms may not be varied by parol evidence. 
The basis of fraud claim is not entirely clear. It appears that Rocky Mountain claims it was 
nduced to enter into the Triad agreement based on representations from someone at Lund that the 
security deposit check would not be cashed, and that the bucket would constitute the security. 
Lund denies that the statements were made, but for purposes of this motion argues that, even if 
nade, the statements were promises of future events, not representations of existing facts. First 
Yecurity Bank ofldaho, NA.  v. Gaigc, 115 Idaho 172,765 P.2d 683 (1988), is quite similar to the 
Facts here. In Gaige, the defendant guarantor argued that he had been told by loan officers at the 
3ank that his guaranty of corporate debt was a mere formality, and that the bank would satisfy the 
iebt from company assets before pursuing the guaranty. Both the trial court and the appellate 
:ourt held that such statements were at best promises of future performance, and thus, would not 
support an action for fraud. The courts also noted that such alleged statements violated the parol 
zvidence rule and were not admissible to vary the terms of the written guaranty. The statements 
llleged in the present case are likewise statements of future performance and cannot support 
Rocky Mountain's fraud or breach of contract claims. 
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The last claim is for violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, Idaho Code 5 48-601, 
,t seq. It alleges that Lund was acting as the agent for Triad and is therefore liable for violation of 
he Act. Since the Court has found as a matter of law that there was no agency relationship 
retween Lund and Triad, this claim likewise fails. 
Based on the foregoing, Lund's motion for summary judgment is granted. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this (a* day of November 2007. 
a &~/b 
Kathryn ~ U ~ t i c k l e n  
District Judge 
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TRIAD LEASING & FNANCIAL, INC., 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
I I Third-Patty Plaintiffs, I 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, 
d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
I1 This case is before the Court on Plaintiff Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc.'s (Triad's) motion / I  for order determining benchicourt trial. For the reasons that follow, a bench trial will be granted. 
FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
/I Triad and Defendant Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. (Rocby Mountain) entered into an I I equipment lease agreement. The Defendants James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf- 
II Christofferson (the Blittersdorfs) guaranteed Rocky Mountain's obligations under the agreement. II The agreement contained the following language: 
YOU AGREE THAT THIS LEASE WILL BE CONSTRUED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF IDAHO. YOU HEREBY CONSENT TO 
PERSONAL JURISDICTION IN THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND YOU AGREE 
THAT ANY LAWSUIT RELATING TO THIS LEASE, WHETHER IT IS 
BROUGHT BY YOU OR US, MUST BE BROUGHT ONLY IN THE COURTS 
OF IDAHO, UNLESS WE CONSENT IN WRITING OTHERWISE. YOU ALSO 
HEREBY WAIVE TRIAL BY JURY. IN THE EVENT WE SELL OR ASSIGN 
THIS LEASE TO A THIRD PARTY, YOU AGREE THE LEASE WILL BE 
CONSTRUED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAWS OF THE STATE IN 
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WHICH SUCH THIRD PARTY MAINTAINS ITS PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS, AND YOU CONSENT TO PERSONAL JURISDICTION IN SUCH 
STATE. 19. TAX BENEFITS BELONG TO LESSOR. 
Triad initiated this action to collect the amounts due under the lease. Rocky Mountain and 
he Blittersdorfs answered and denied Triad's claim. They filed a counterclaim and a third-party 
laim against G. Alan Lund dba Lund Machinery (Lund), the vendor of the equipment. Basically, 
he defendants allege that they were induced to enter into the agreement by fraud, with Lund acting 
.s the agent of Triad. The defendants and Lund requested a jury trial. The case is scheduled for a 
ury trial, but Triad raised the issue of a court trial early on. 
Lund moved for summary judgment on the third-party claim, which was granted. Triad 
hen filed the pending motion seeking a bench trial. 
ANALYSIS 
The Idaho Constitution, Article I, 5 7, provides: 
$j 7. Right to trial by jury. - The right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate; but 
in civil actions, three-fourths of the jury may render a verdict, and the legislature 
may provide that in all cases of misdemeanors five-sixths of the jury may render a 
verdict. A trial by jury may be waived in all criminal cases, by the consent of all 
parties, expressed in open court, and in civil actions by the consent of the parties, 
signified in such manner as may be prescribed by law. . . . 
Rule 39(a), I.R.C.P. states: 
Rule 39.  rial by jury or  by the court 
(a) Trial by Jury or by the Court--By Jury. When trial by jury has been 
demanded as provided in Rule 38, the actions shall be designated upon the register 
of actions as a jury action. The trial of all issues so demanded shall be by jury, 
unless (1) the parties or their attorneys of record, by written stipulation filed with 
the court or by an oral stipulation made in open court and entered in the record, 
consent to trial by the court sitting without a jury or (2) the court upon motion or of 
its own initiative finds that a right of trial by jury of some or all of those issues does 
not exist. 
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Triad argues that the language of the agreement constitutes a voluntary waiver of the right 
to a jury trial. Rocky Mountain asserts that this is not the type of waiver recognized in Rule 39, 
and that waivers of constitutional rights should be narrowly construed. 
The Court is persuaded by the analysis in Lowe Enterprises Residential Partners, L.P. v. 
Eight Judicial District Court, 118 Nev. 92,40 P.3d 405 (2002). In that case, the parties' 
agreement contained an express waiver of the right of jury trial. The trial court denied a motion to 
7 
8  
9 
l4 / /  voluntarily or intelligently made. The Court also notes that Idaho law does permit waivers of the I 
strike a jury demand, and the lender sought a writ of mandate. Noting that the issue was one of 
first impression in Nevada, the Nevada Supreme Court reviewed both federal and state case law, 
10 
,, 
12 
13  
l5  11 right to jury trial, and that this written waiver was signed by both parties, and thus, meets the 
and found that most of the courts addressing the issue concluded that contractual jury trial waivers 
were enforceable if knowingly, voluntarily and intelligently made. The court cited the underlying 
policy of fkeedom to contract and judicial economy, and upheld the jury trial waiver. 
In the present case, there is no assertion that the contractual waiver was not knowingly, 
16 
17 
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criteria of Rule 39(a). As a policy matter, the Court further notes that Idaho had specifically 
18 
19 
20 
2  1 
22 
approved arbitration agreements that completely eliminate the right to any trial at all. 
Based on the foregoing, the Court finds that the jury trial waiver is enforceable and that this 
case shall proceed as a court trial. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this [#" day of November 2007. 
11 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, J. David Navarro, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have mailed, by 
United States Mail, one copy of the MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER as notice 
pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in envelopes 
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2 105 CORONADO STREET 
IDAHO FALLS IDAHO 83404 
FACSIMILE (208) 529-9732 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
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CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
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AND ORDER 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, 
d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
This case came before the Court for trial. Having considered the testimony, the exhibits, and 
the arguments of counsel, the Court enters the followiilg findings of fact, conclusions of law and 
l6 / I  FINDINGS OF FACT 
15 
l7 / /  I .  In May of 2003 Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blitterrdorf, and I 
order. 
1 8  / 1 Glenna Hittersdorf-Christofferson (collectively "Rocky Mountain") entered into an equipment lease I 
I I business. 2 1 
19 
20  
2  2  I I 2. In late 2005 or early 2006 Lund offered to sell the forklift to Rocky Mountain with credit I 
with G. Alan McRae d/b/a Lund Machinery ("Lund") for a forklift to be used in Rocky Mountain's 
transaction. An equipment lease broker, Joe Leslie ("Leslie") of FCI Financial Services, Inc. I 
23  
("FCI"), ultimately found financing through Plaintiff Triad Leasing & Financial, Inc. ("Triad"). I 
for some of the lease payments against the purchase price. Rocky Mountain needed to finance the 
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3. Although they contend that there was to be no cash down payment and that the only 
;ecurity for the financing was to be a bucket for the forklift that Rocky Mountain had previously 
)btained, Rocky Mountain and the Blittersdorfs as guarantors signed an equipment lease agreement 
xith Triad on March 15,2006 (Ex. A). 
This agreement unequivocally called for a $5,000.00 security deposit and described the 
quipment to be leased as the forklift, the bucket and a jib boom for the forklift. Lund was to 
ieliver the jib boom to Rocky Mountain. The agreement was delivered to Rocky Mountain by a 
Lund employee. 
4. Rocky Mountain delivered a check for $5,600.00 at the time the agreement was signed. 
Rocky Mountain claims that this check was not to be cashed, but was to be held as security as had 
been done in an earlier transaction with Lund. There is no evidence that Triad agreed to such an 
mangement. $600.00 of the check was for payment of taxes and document fees, so it is unlikely 
that Triad would have agreed not to cash this check. 
5. The check and the agreement were received by Triad around March 17,2006, when Triad 
accepted the lease agreement. Vickie Turner, the document and fknding manager at Triad, testified 
that she spoke with James Blittersdorf on March 20,2006 to verify his receipt of the equipment. 
She also had a photograph of the forklift and bucket submitted by Leslie as an inspection of the 
equipment. (Exhibit A - Equipment Verification.) Turner recalled that she contacted Blittersdorf 
through Leslie, and Blittersdorf called her and verified the address, location and receipt of the 
equipment, and that Triad was ready to release funds to Lund for purchase of the equipment and lo 
Leslie for his commission. She also stated that she recalled this conversation because they 
3iscussed Rocky Mountain's website and she went online and looked at it. The defendants deny 
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that this conversation ever took place, although James Blittersdorf testified in his deposition that he 
didn't know or didn't recall anyone calling to verify receipt of the equipment. Tuner's testimony 
was the most credible because of her recollection of detail and because she actually released 
$56,465.68 to Lund at the time (Exhibit I). 
6. Rocky Mountain's $5,600.00 check did not clear its bank, and this problem was not 
remedied. The agreement required Rocky Mountain to maintain insurance on the equipment with 
Lund as an additional insured, but the insurance was cancelled for nonpayment. Triad therefore 
declared a default under the agreement and made demand on Rocky Mountain and the Blittersdorfs 
for the accelerated balance. 
7. Rocky Mountain asserts that it is not liable under the contract because it never received 
the jib boom from Lund. The agreement provides that Triad is not responsible for delivery. 
Paragraph 8 provides: 
8. EQUIPMENT DELIVERY. You understand and agree that we are not 
responsible for packaging, delivery, installation, or testing of the Equipment. You 
(andfor the Vendor(s), if you have made such arrangements with the Vendor(s) are 
responsible for all such matters. You agree that you will not have any complaint 
against us if the Vendor(s) or any other person(s) improperly packages the 
Equipment or delays in delivering or installing it. 
8. When none of the deficiencies were cured, Triad hired States Recovery to repossess the 
equipment and sell it. States Recovery repossessed the forklift and the bucket, and sold them at 
auction in late July of 2006. After expenses, the auction company remitted $34,199.20 (Ex. L). 
Triad deducted this amount from the balance due on the lease, and again, made demand on Rocky 
Mountain and the Blittersdorfs for $58,754.80, which has never been paid. This suit followed. 
9. Rocky Mountain filed a counterclaim against Triad for fraud and violation of the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act based on alleged misrepresentations by Lund employees, especially by 
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1 1  deceptive acts or practices with regard to the lease; in fact, there was no contact between Rocky 
1 
2 
4 
Webb. The Court previously found that Lund Machinery and its employees were not the agents of 
Triad and the agreement specifically so provided (Ex. A, Agreement, paragraph 4(b)). Rocky 
Mountain asserted at trial that Leslie, the broker, also made misrepresentations as an agent of Triad. 
There was no evidence that Leslie was an agent of Triad, and no evidence that Triad engaged in any 
II 1. Rocky Mountain breached the contract with Triad. Triad is entitled to recover the sum of 
6 
7 
8 
10 (($58,754.80 jointly and severally from Rocky Mountain and the Blittersdorfs as guarantors. 
Mountain and Triad prior to Rocky Mountain's closing on the lease. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
l2 / 1 agreement (paragraph 22) and Idaho Code § 28-22-104, 
11 
l3 I! 3. There was no evidence to support the counterclaim. Specifically, there was no evidence 
2. Triad is also entitled to twelve percent (12%) interest on the amount due pursuant to the 
, /I Consumer Protection Act. I 
1 4  
15 
16 
that Triad created an express agency with Lund or Leslie, or performed any acts vis-d-vis Rocky 
Mountain that would clothe the alleged agents with any apparent authority, or violated the 
ll FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER - PAGE 5 
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1 9  
20 
2 1 
ORDER 
Based upon the foregoing, counsel for Triad shall prepare and circulate a proposed judgment 
in favor of Triad and dismissing the counterclaim. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
S BRYCE FARRIS 
RINGERT CLARK CHARTERED 
455 SOUTH THIRD STREET 
POST OFFICE BOX 2773 
BOISE IDAHO 83701 
1 
2 
RONALD L SWAFFORD 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE CHTD 
525 NINTH STREET 
IDAHO FALLS IDAI-I0 83404 
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I, J. David Navarro, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have mailed, by 
United States Mail, one copy of the FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
ORDER as notice pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in 
envelopes addressed as follows: 
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Facsimile: (208) 342-4657 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC. / CASE NO. CV OC 0614139 
Plaintiff, I 
VS. I JUDGMENT 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF - 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimants, I 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., I 
Counterdefendant. I 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLImERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF - 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, d/b/a LUND 
MACHINERY, an administratively dissolved 
Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
Pursuant to the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order entered on February 14, 
2008, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff, Triad Leasing and Financial, 
Inc. shall have and recover judgment against Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc. and James 
Blitlersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson, jointly and severally, in the sum of $58,754.80, 
together with the pre-judgment interest from the date due until the date of this Judgment in the 
amount of $13,579.60, for a total judgment of $72,334.40, plus interest from the date of this 
Judgment a1 the statutory rate until said Judgment is paid in full. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND DECREED that the counterclaim in this matter filed by 
the Defendants against Triad Leasing and Financial, Inc., is hereby DISMISSED. 
DATED this a-day of February, 2008. 
k i t @  & c L  
$he ~ o n ~ r b b l e  Kathryn A. Sticklen 
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21 05 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-5171 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: lance@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for G. Alan McRae and Lund Machinery 
DISTRICT COURT FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
ADA COUNTY, IDAHO 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC. I 
Plaintiff, I Case No.: CV-OC-0614439 
VS. 
Defendants. I 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, and individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual. 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individuai; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
JUDGMENT 
Counterclaimants, I 
VS. 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counterdefendant. I 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
vs. 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, d/b/a 
LUND MACHINERY, an administratively 
dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
Upon the Court's Memorandum Decision and Order dated November 6,2007, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDED AND DECREED: 
Judgment on all claims is entered in favor of Third-Party Defendant, G Alan 
McRae, personally, d/b/a Lund Machinery and against the Third-Party Plaintiffs, Rocky 
Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson. 
FhRxck 
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Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 342-4657 
Ronald Swafford 
Swafford Law Office 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDIClAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC. CASE NO. CV OC 0614439 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF - 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
VS. 
Counterclaimants, I 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., I 
Counterdefendant. I 
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT FOR 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
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ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF - 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
VS. 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, dibla LUND 
MACHINERY, an administratively dissolved 
Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. I 
Plaintiffs Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees having come before the Court on April 
23,2008, and the Plaintiff appearing by its attorney of record, S. Bryce Farris, and the Defendants 
appearing by their attorney of record, Ronald L. Swafford, and the Court having considered 
Plaintiffs request for attorney fees and costs, and Defendants Objections thereto; 
The Court finds that the Plaintiff is entitled to an award of Costs and Attorneys Fees under 
the Lease Agreement and Idaho Code Section 12-120 (3), for the reason that the Lease Agreement 
specifically provides for the recovery of attorney fees and costs. In addition, the causes of action in 
this matter, specifically the Lease Agreement, involved a commercial transaction as defined by I.C. 
5 12-120(3), which specifically referenced "guaranty"; and 
The Court further finds that this was a multi-issue case, and that the Plaintiff was clearly the 
overall prevailing party; and 
The Court further finds that $341.74 claimed by Plaintiff as Costs as a Matter of Right were 
for travel expenses and the Court declines to award said costs as either Costs as a Matter of Right 
or discretionary costs and that Plaintiffs award of costs must be reduced by said amount; 
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS - Page2 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, pursuant to the Lease 
Agreement, Idaho Code Section 12-120(3) and IRCP 54, that Plaintiff is granted judgment against 
Defendants, Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf 
Christofferson, jointly and severally, and that said Defendants are Ordered to pay to Plaintiff, the 
sum of $1,050.24for costs as a matter of right, plus $11,917.00 for attorneys fees, for a total 
Supplemental Judgment of $12,967.24, plus interest accruing thereon at the statutory rate until paid. 
DATED this ?&&day of 9 ,2008. 
The ~oncfrbble Kathryn A. Sticklen 
District .lage 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBYCERTM that on the - %%,day of ,2008, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon all parties fisted 
Ronald Swafford 
Swafford Law Office 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Fax: (208) 524-4131. 
Lance J. Schuster 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Fax: (208) 529-9732 
S. Bryce Farris 
Ringert Clark Chartered 
P.O. Box 2773 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
6. S: mail, postage prepaid 
( ) express mail 
( ) hand delivery 
( ) facsimile 
.S. mail, postage prepaid 
express mail v ( ) hand delivery 
( ) facsimile 
( )hand delivery 
( ) facsimile 
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS - Page4 000103 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
MEMORANDUM 
DECISION AND ORDER 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
TRIAD LEASMG & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counterdefendant. 
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11 Third-Party Plaintiffs, 
1 
3 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
lo I I  Third-Party Defendant. 
7 
8 
9 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, 
d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah corporation, 
l 4  11 for reconsideration, and mistrial, and to set aside the judgment; and Third-Party Defendant G. I 
12 
13  
l5  I 1  Alan McRae dba Lvnd Machinery's (Lund's) request for costs and attorney fees and Rocky ! 
This case is before the Court on Defendants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James 
Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson's (collectively Rocky Mountain's) motions 
11 FINDINGS OF FACT ! 
16 
17 
20 1 1  The facts of this case are set forth in the Court's prior decisions on summary judgment I 
Mountain's objections thereto. For the reasons that follow, Rocky Mountain's motions will be 
denied and Lund's costs and fees will be awarded. 
and its findings of fact and conclusions of law, Therefore, only the facts and history relevant to I /  i 
2 2  / / the pending motions will be siated here. I 
23  
2 4 
2 5 
On November 7,2007, the Court issued its memorandum decision and order granting 
Lund's motion for summarty judgment as to Rocky Mountain's third-party claims for breach of 
2 6 
contract, fraud and violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. These were the only claims 
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~lleged in Rocky Mountain's amended answer, counterclaim and third-party complaint. On 
govember 19,2007, Lund filed its memorandum of costs and attorney fees. On November 20, 
2007 Rocky Mountain filed a motion to reconsider the summary judgment order in favor of 
Lund, but did not set the motion for hearing. 
Trial of this case was set for November 26,2007. Lund was not present at the trial, 
having been granted summary judgment. At the beginning of the trial, Rocky Mountain 
~ttempted to argue the motion for reconsideration, but the Court did not rule on the motion, since 
Lund was not there and had not received any notice of hearing. The trial proceeded as to Triad 
and Rocky Mountain, after which the Court issued its findings of fact and conclusions of law. 
Judgment was entered in favor of Triad on February 28,2008. 
In the meantime, Rocky Mountain objected to Lund's request for costs and fees, primarily 
on grounds that it was not notarized. On December 6,2007, Lund submitted an amended 
memorandum of costs and attorney fees that was notarized. Rocky Mountain did not object to 
that amended memorandum of costs and fees until April 23,2008. 
Rocky Mountain filed a motion for mistrial and a second motion for reconsideration on 
March 10,2008, as to Triad's judgment. Judgment in favor of Lund was entered on March 3 1, 
2008. Rocky Mountain moved to set aside that judgment on April 23,2008. All of the pending 
motions were heard in June 2008. 
ANALYSIS 
1. Post-trial Motions as to Triad. 
These motions for mistrial and reconsideration basically reassert the arguments made 
oefore and at trial. No procedural rules were cited in support of these motions. The Court has 
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reviewed the record and finds no reason to change the findings of fact and conclusions of law, or 
the judgment, under any of the rules that might apply to such motions. 
2. Post-trial Motions as to Lund. 
Rocky Mountain's motions as to Lund appear to include the original motion for 
reconsideration, filed in November 2007, but never set for hearing until after the judgment in 
favor of Lund was entered in March 2008, as well as a motion to set aside that judgment. Again 
no procedural rules in support of the motions are cited. In the motion to set aside, Rocky 
Mountain asserts that it was somehow misled as to the effect of the summary judgment and 
believed that it still had some claim for fraud or some other claim, based on the Court's 
comments at the beginning of the trial. It also makes the same arguments it made against Triad 
concerning the interpretation of the contract, and reiterates the arguments it made on Lund's 
motion for summay judgment. The Court has listened to the recording of the arguments on the 
first day of trial. The Court, at that time, expressly did not rule on the then pending motion for 
reconsideration, and did not indicate that there were any claims remaining against Lund. The 
Court has also reviewed Rocky Mountain's amended answer, counterclaim and third-party 
complaint, and the Court's decision on Lund's motion for summary judgment. That motion and 
decision resolves every claim raised by the third-party complaint. There is no basis for the 
argument that there were any claims remaining against Lund, and thus, no reason to argue that 
Rocky Mountain was prejudiced when Lund did not appear at trial. The post-trial motions 
against Lund are denied. 
3. Lund's Costs and Attorney Fees. 
Lund filed a timely memorandum of costs and fees on November 19,2007. The only 
objection assertedwas that the document was not notarized. Lund promptly filed the amended 
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lemorandum on December 6,2007, which was notarized. Amendments to such memoranda are 
emitted. Ada County Highway District ex rel. Fairbanks v. Acarregui, 105 Idaho 873,673 
'.2d 1067 (1983). No objection was filed to the amended memorandum until April 23,2008. 
'his objection was not only untimely, but also failed to assert any basis for an objection other 
han the pending post-trial motions. 
The Court has reviewed the memorandum of costs and attorney fees in light of the 
equirements of Rules 54(d)(l) and 54(e)(l) and (3), I.R.C.P. There is no doubt that Lund is the 
)revailing party on the third-party claim. The matter clearly arose out of a commercial 
ransaction. Thus, attorney fees are available under Idaho Code 5 12-120(3), and Lund correctly 
eferenced this statute in its answer. Lund is awarded its costs as a matter of right in the amount 
~f $694.90. Discretionary costs are denied, here, being no showing that such costs were 
xceptional. The Court has reviewed the itemization of attorney fees with reference to the 
equirements of Rule 54(e)(3), I.R.C.P., and finds that an award of $16,399.00, plus $37.92 for 
omputerized legal research, is appropriate. The total award of costs and attorney fees is 
;17,131.82. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this $* day of %Lg 2008. 
District Judge 
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1 II CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
2 
I, J. David Navarro, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have mailed, by 
United States Mail, one copy of the MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER as notice 
pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in envelopes 
addressed as follows: 
6 
8 
10 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District 
Date: 
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RINGERT CLARK CHARTERED 
455 SOUTH THIRD STREET 
POST OFFICE BOX 2773 
BOISE IDAHO 83701 
RONALD L SWAFFORD 
S WAFFORD LAW OFFICE CHTD 
525 NINTH STREET 
IDAHO FALLS IDAHO 83404 
11 
12 
13 
14 
LANCE J SCHUSTER 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2105 CORONADO STREET 
IDAHO FALLS IDAHO 83404-7495 
Lance J. Schuster, ISB No. 5404 
BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY PA 
2 105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404-7495 
Telephone: (208) 523-51 71 
Facsimile: (208) 529-9732 
Email: lance@beardstclair.com 
Attorney for G. Alan McRae and Lund Machinery 
DISTRICT COURT FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
ADA COUNTY, IDAHO 
vs. 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC. 
Plaintiff, Case No.: CV-OC-0614439 
Defendants. I 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC. a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, and individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual. 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
AMENDED JUDGMENT 
Counterclaimants, I 
VS. I 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Counterdefendant. I 
OOOlrO 
Amended Judgment P a w  1 
Rocky Mountain Rogues, INC., a 
Wyoming corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and 
GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual 
Third-Party Plaintiffs, I 
VS. 
G. ALAN MCRAE, personally, d/b/a 
LUND MACHINERY, an administratively 
dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
Upon the Court's Memorandum Decision and Order dated November 6,2007, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED. ADJUDED AND DECREED: 
Judgment on all claims is entered in favor of Third-Party Defendant, G. Alan 
McRae, personally, d/b/a Lund Machinery and against the Third-Party Plaintiffs, Rocky 
Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson. 
Additionally, Third-Party Defendant, G. Alan McRae, personally, d/b/a Lund 
t+,t31 8b 
Machinery is entitled to his attorney fees and costs in the amount of $&3&42, and 
judgment for that amount is entered against Third-Party Plaintiffs, Rocky Mountain 
Rogues, Inc., James Blittersdorf and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson. 
Dated: M E ,  2008. 
&k& i:!+ut%.- 
~onorablekathr~n A. Sticklen 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that 06 Ma, 2008,I served a true and correct copy of the Amended 
Judgment upon the following by the method of delivery designated: 
Lance J. Schuster 
Beard St. Clair Gafhev PA 
2 105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208) 529-9732 
S. Bryce Farris 
Ringert Clark 
PO Box 2773 
Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 342-4657 
U.S. Mail Hand-delivered a Facsimile a' 
U.S. Mail F a Facsimile 
Ronald Swafford Mail Hand-delivered a Facsimile 
Swafford Law Office 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Fax: (208) 524-41 3 1 
; j  
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Ronald L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Es;., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor Id. Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Lanen K. Covert, Esq., Bar NO. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4 13 1 
FILED 
H.M -P.M 
3. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By J. RANDALL 
DEPUTY 
Attorney for Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, 
INC., 
Plaintiff. 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Defendants, 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Counterclaimant, 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, 
INC., 
Counterdefendant. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
j 
Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
1 
) 
1 
1 
1 
1 
) 
1 
) 
1 
1 
1 
1 
) 
1 
) 
) 
1 
1 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTFRSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
THIRD PARTY 
CLAIMANT, 
G. ALAN MCRAE personally, 
DBA LUND MACHINERY 
and LUND MACHINERY an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 
Utah Corporation, 
Crossdefendants. 
To the above Respondents and the Clerk of the above-entitled Court; 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that: 
1. Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., and James and Glenna Blittersdorf appeal against 
the respondents to the Idaho Court of Appeals. 
2. This appeal is taken from the Memorandum Decision and Order issued by Judge 
Kathryn A. Sticklen on July 31,2008 and from the related Memorandum Decision 
and Order from November 6,2007 and the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 
and Order from February 14,2008, 
3. Initial issues on appeal are the Court's ruling and findings regarding Lund as an 
agent of Triad, findings o f a c t  and order on Lund's Motion ibr Summary 
Judgment, findings of fact and ruling from the Court Trial with Triad, legal 
findings on Motion to Reconsider and other elements of the above listed orders 
identified upon review of the record and transcripts. 
4. Jurisdiction for this appeal is pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule 11 as the orders 
appealed from are final orders. 
5. Transcripts are requested for the November 26, 2007 trial and additional or 
supplemental transcripts will be designated later if necessary. 
Dated: September 8,2008 
Of Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Attorney for the Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho, that I have my 
office in Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on this day I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the following by the method of delivery indicated: 
S. Bryce Farris, Esq. P MAILING FUNGERT CLARK, CI-IARTERED 17 FAXING 
PO Box 2773 D HAND DELIVERY 
Idaho Falls ID 83402 17 COURTHOUSE BOX 
Lance J. Schuster, Esq. $&AILING 
Beard St. Clair Gaffhey D FAXING 
2105 Coronado St. HAND DELIVERY 
Idaho Falls ID 83404 17 COURTHOUSE BOX 
Dated September 8,2008 
k ~ n - ~ .  ~ov&, ~ s ~ . '  
Of Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Attorney for the Defendants 
.. . . 
..,. .. 
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L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
0 ,  Lj:, , .'.> ;<k</ps<(+f i<)>  R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 ii . .,., a~ sirn~ILE\' d.'~?$l&% ' 
Trevor L. Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 owmv 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., ) 
PlaintiffIRespondent, 
) 
1 Case No. CV-OC-0614439 
v. 
1 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., ) 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES ) 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 1 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 1 
DefendantsIAppellants. 
1 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., ) 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; ) 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
1 
1 
) 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Counterclaimant/AppeIlants, 
j 
v. 1 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendant/Respondents. ) 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., ) 
a Wyoming Corporation; JAMES 
BLITTERSDORF, an individual; 1 
and GLENNA BLITTERSDORF- 1 
CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 1 
1 
Third Party Claimants/Appellants 1 
1 
v. 1 
1 
G. ALAN MCRAE personally, 1 
DBA LUND MACHINERY 1 
and LUND MACHINERY an 1 
administratively dissolved Idaho and 1 
Utah Corporation, 1 
1 
Crossdefendants/Respondents. 1 
1 
1 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, 
INC., G. ALAN MCRAE D/B/A LUND MACHINERY, AND LUND MACHINERY 
AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, S. BRYCE FARRIS, ESQ. OF RINGERT 
CLARK, PO BOX 2773, IDA130 FALLS, IDAHO 83402, ATTORNEYS FOR TRIAD 
AND LANCE SCHUSTER, ESQ. OF BEARD ST. CLAIR GAFFNEY, 2105 
CORONADO ST., IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 83404, ATTORNEYS FOR LUND AND 
MCRAE, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT; 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named appellants Rocky Mountain Rogues, Inc., James Bilttersdorf 
and Glenna Blittersdorf-Christofferson appeals against the above named respondents to 
the Idaho Supreme Court from the Memorandum Decision and Order issued on July 3 1, 
2008 and from the related Memorandum Decision and Order from November 6,2007 and 
the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order from February 14,2008, the 
Honorable Judge Kathryn A. Sticklen presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders under and 
pursuant to Rule 1 l(a)(l)). 
3. Initial issues on appeal are the Court's ruling and findings regarding Lund as 
an agent of Triad, findings of fact and order on Lund's Motion for Summary Judgment, 
findings of fact and ruling from the Court Trial with Triad, legal findings on Motion to 
Reconsider and other elements of the above listed orders identified upon review of the 
record and transcripts. 
4. No order has been entered sealing all or any portion of the record. 
5. (a) A reporter's transcript is requested. 
[b) The appellants request the preparation of the following portions of the 
transcript: 
1: Transcripts are requested for the November 26,2007 trial lasting 2 
a 
2: Transcripts are reauested for the October 18.2007 hearing on Third 
Party Defendant's Motion for Summarv Judgment. 
6. The appellant reauests no additional documents to be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R. 
7. I certifv: 
[a) That a copv of this notice of appeal has been served on each revorter 
of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out 
below: 
Leslie Anderson 200 West Front Street, Boise, Idaho 83702 
(h) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation of the reporter's transcript. 
(c) That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been 
& 
Ld) That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20. 
DATED THIS 17" day of September, 20008. 
.. 
Of Swafford Law Office. Chartered 
Attorneys for the Appell&t 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho, that I have my 
office in Idaho Falls, Idaho, and that on this day I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the following by the method of delivery indicated: 
S. Bryce Farris, Esq. %MAILING 
RJNGERT CLARK, CHARTERED FAXING 
PO Box 2773 HAND DELIVERY 
Boise, ID 83701 COURTHOUSE BOX 
Lance J. Schuster, Esq. 
Beard St. Clair Gaffney 
2 105 Coronado St. 
Idaho Falls ID 83404 
WAILING 
FAXING 
CI HAND DELIVERY 
COURTHOUSE BOX 
Dated September 17,2008 
Of Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Attorney for the Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TRIAD LEASING &FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Respondent, 
VS. 
I Defendants-Counterelaimants-Appellants. I 
Supreme Court Case NO. 35659 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA 
BLITTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
1 ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wvomioz corooration: I 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
JAMES BLITTEKSDORK au individual; and GLENNA 
BLITTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an iudi\,idual, I 
Third Party Plaintiffs-Appellants, I 
G. ALAN MC RAE, personally, d/b/d LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third Party Defendant-Respondent. 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify: 
That the attached list of exhibits is a true and accurate copy of the exhibits being 
forwarded to the Supreme Court on Appeal. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 10" day of November, 2008. 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
' )!"". , i;:\ a; 
Clerk of the District Court &$$ 6 &.t4 i.' .q
'& &# 
BY 
Deputy Clerk 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
Kathryn A. Sticklen1.l. Kennedy 
District Judge/ Clerk 
COURT TRIAL 
Trial Leasing, 
November 26,2007 
Plaintiff, 1 EXHIBIT LIST 
Rocky Mountail, 1 
vs. 
Defendant. I 
Case No. CVOC06 14439 
I 
Plaintiffs Attorney: Bryce Farris 
Defendant's Attorney: Ronald Swafford 
By: / No / Description / Status / Date 
Pltf / A I Lease Documents I Admit 1 11/26/07 
, vvy 
/ 3. I Horn 
Published Transcript of Deposition Jim Blittersdorf 11/27/07 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICTOF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF, an individnal: and GLENNA 
TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, iNC., 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Respondent, 
1 BLITTERSDORF-CWRISTOFFERSON,~~~ individnal, I 
Supreme Court Case No. 35659 
I Defendants-Counterclaimants-Appellants. I 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF. an individual: and GLENNA I I BLITTERSDORF-CHRIST OFFER SON,'^^ individnal, I 
Third Party Plaintiffs-Appellants, 
VS. 
G. ALAN MC RAE, personally, d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third Party Defendant-Respondent. 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of 
the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD AND REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
LARREN K. COVERT S. BRYCE FARRIS 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO BOISE, IDAHO 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Date of Service: 
NOV 1 3  2008 
Clerk of the District COU@; l;;b2;7 
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Deputy Clerk 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
I TRIAD LEASING & FINANCIAL, INC., 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Respondent, I Supreme Court Case No. 35659 i 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN ROGUES, INC., a Wyoming corporation; 
JAMES BLITTERSDORF. an individual: and GLENNA I BLITTERSDOW-CHRIST OFFER SON,'^^ individual, I 
- 
ROCKY .MOUN'l'AIY ROGUES, INC., a \V)oming rorporation; 
JAhlES BLITTERSDORF, an individual; and GLENNA 
BLITTERSDORF-CHRISTOFFERSON, an individual, 
Third Party Plaintiffs-Appellants, 
VS. 
G. ALAN MC RAE, personally, d/b/a LUND MACHINERY, an 
administratively dissolved Idaho and Utah corporation, 
Third Party Defendant-Respondent. 1 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, and is a true 
and correct record of the pleadings and docurnehts that are automatically required under Rule 28 
of the Idaho Appellate Rules, as well as those requested by Counsels. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in the District Court on the 
10" day of September, 2008. 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Co 
BY 
Deputy Clerk 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
